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3777. Wind. Barom, Therm. Weather. 
1,SW fzefh | 39 | 60 1 clouds and funhhine at intervals 
z}{ Ditto fitthe | 30 | 62} cloudy gloomy day, little or no fun appeared 
3} ditto 30 12) 63] a fine, bright, warar day 
q| Ww ditto } 30 1 | 63 | an exceeding bright warn diy 
5|NNE ftrong | 30 1 | 63 | very bripht and fine. cool refrefhing wind 
6; NE ditto | 30 33 | 60 | clouds and funfhine alternately, tharp wind 
7' NN frefh' { 30 3 | 57 | ditto . 
$| NE ditto | 30 4! 56 | bright morn. & even. cloudy mid-day, cold wind 
5 Citto 30 4) 54 | heavy black clouds moft part of the day, very cold 
so | W tittle | 30 sz | chiefly coudy, thews for rain ; 
wm | SSE ditto | 29 84] 56 | a very wet day, very col 
yz|NE ditto | 29 84) sq | clouds & funthine at intervals, no rain, very cold 
13, SSW freth [29 825 55 | fome heavy thowers, but in general fair 
34) W ftrong | 29 7 | 55 | many black clonds, but little rain 
15|SW ditto | 29 81} 60 | rain, with lictle intermiffion, all day 
36 ditto 29 83! 6r | ditto 
37 ditto 29 7%) 61 | heavy flowers in the morning, fair afternoon 
18! WNW freth | 30 x | 57 cloudy morning, bright aftern, feveral fhowers 
13{/ SSW citto [40 x "| 6s | a good deal of rain, tair at times 
2o1Sw ftormy | a9 7} 60 | a great deal of raio, fome exceeding heavy fhowers 
21! Ditto freth fo zi $9 | ditto ; : . 
a2| W little } 29 7%) Go | cloudy morning, exceeding wet afternoon 
23) NE ditto fag 844 59} vain sil night,{cveral fhowers in day, fome thunder 
24 Ditto frethh | 30 , | 57 | chicfy-cloudy, feme heavy howers 
25/ W ditto f 20 4_ | 59! chiefly cloudy, but fair 
26! SW firong | 29 93 | 62 | hszy morn. fine bright day, fhower in the evening 
27 ditto 29 8 | $9 | a fmort fhower or two, but a fine day 
23' WNW - freth | 29 gf | 5S | many flying Clouds, " ° ditto 
29| SW ditto 29 9 | 58 | heavy cloudy day, alittle rain in the evening 
30 | ditto 29 7% | 6o | clouds and ionfh. at‘intervals, a few {mart fhawers 
‘ ’ . 
Bill of Mortaliry from April 23, ~@ May 26, 1778. 
Chrifened. Buried. wyp2ands 268) soand 60 r50 
Males 866 1678: Males 8742 we i § and 10 56 | 60 and 709 
Benalee rz 78) Females oss °° 743 Sie and 20 677] zoand 80 go 
Whereof have dicd under two years ol! o32 ci {20 ard 30 tz] Boand go 
cae ; ; #20 and 40 
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Some temporaty Debates having ‘in- 
tervened, we frall now refume the 
Pian. in Parliament in their 


regular Order, from November 26. 








meee N that day the 
“2. Hh Attorney Gene- 
Mi ral moved the 


my for the further 
me continuance of 
Ee the act impower- 
: ing his Majefty 
to fecire ‘and detain perfons guilty, 
or fufpegted, of committing ‘the 
crime of high-treafon in America, 
Zc. 4 
This bill Mr. Baker oppofed on 
the ground that few or none had 
been taken up by virthe of the ope- 
ration of that a&t, and that, con- 
f{equently, it was unneceflary to 
eontinuc the fufpenfion of the Ha- 
beas-Co: pus Act an that pretence. 
Mr. Welbore Ellis acknowledged 
that few perfons had been taken 


i Ne ok 


ing rebellion; on that ground i 
might be. for ever fufpended, an 
Britons deprived. of one of theit 
moft: valuable privileges. He ex- 
horted the Houfe to ‘crufh fo in- 
famous a bill, in the firft inftance, 
fupported on fo flavifh an argument. 
Mr. £ifts complained that his 


Houfe for leave words had been wrefted to inferences 
# to bringina bill B which could. not fairly be deduced 


from them. He faid, no propofition 
could be advanced, which, if pur- 
fued to the utmoft limits of refined 
reatcning, would not terminate in 
an abfurdity. He never meant to 
give countenance to a perpetual fuf- 
penfion-bill by giving his vote for 
this temporary one, nor did he fee 
that fuch a fuggeftion could origi- 
nate from his words. 

Mr. Burke acknowledged the truth 
uf the Honourable Gentleman’s 
obfervation in metiphyfical propos 
fitions; but in political queftions 
all arguments were to be rejected 
that tended to fupport aéts pregnant 
with mifchief. ‘The army, he ob- 


into cuftedy in confequence of theE ferved, was at firft voted for one 


fulpending claufe; but urged that 
as.areafon for its continuance, as 
many perfons had been awed, by the 
terrors of a prifon, from commit- 
ting the crimes of treafon and re- 


year only, and the land-tax as a 
temporary revenue; but your army, 
he jaid, is now a ftanding army, 
and your land-tax a perpetual re- 
venue for the maintenance of that 


bellion, who otherwife, if no fuchF army. This fuipenfion was fot 


terrors had been held forth, would 
probably have been involved in the 
guilt. He faid, the intention of 
ail laws was not fo much the pu- 
nifhment as the prevention of 
crimes. He was therefore for con- 
tinuing the act now moved for. 

Mr, Burke reprobated the idea of 
fufpending the Habeas-Corpus A&, 
merely for the purpofe of preyeut- 


one year only; pow it comes for 
another year; and why not, if Mis 
nifters chufe it, an eternal fafpens 
fion, to the deftrugtion of the grand. 
bulwark of Britifh Jiberty? * 

Mr. Fox obferved, that the fuls 
penfion was at firft 1cprefented a$ 
a mild and harmlefs meafure; now 
it is confefled to bé armed with ter- 
rors fo as wo awe the fubje into _ 
, fabmiffion, 
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. ‘fubmiffion, and to terrify him into 


obedience. It was infamous, he 
faid, to endeavour to difguife its 
effects, and an indignity to the 
Houfe to attempt to miflead it. 


Mr. Bayley remarked, that the 
Houfe had been-informed, that 23 
fail of men of war were on the Ja- 
maica ftation, and that they had 
upwards of 3000 men on board: the 


Mr. Baker clofed the debate, by 4 truth is, there are not above ten men 


moving, That an humble addrefs be 
prefented to his Majefty, praying 
him to order a correct return and 
full defcription of all the prifoners, 
with an account of the prifons in 
which they are confined, in Ameri- 
ea, as weil as Great Britain, toge- 


ther with copies of their feveral 


commitments, and the bails, éc. 
offered for their enlargement, and 
all other proceedings of his Meajel- 
ty’s Privy Council, in confequence 


of war on that fervice; and that, if 
there are 23 veflels on the ftation, 
the remainder of them are tenders 
or finall craft, fome without either 
mem or guns. 

Mt. £: Townfend faid, he had 
afked the noble Lord in the blue 
ribbon, what it was he wanted with 
fo Breat anumber of feamen? and 
had received the moft extraordinary 
anfwer that perhaps ever was given 
by a minitter, which was, that te 


er the power vefled in them by the C Houfe had _— to fupport what 


» | 


fulfpenfion of the Habeas- Corpus 
Act, to be laid before this Houfe : 
which was agreed to. 
Sir Charks Whitworth was then 
érdéered to make his report of the 
éommittee of fupply ;—when 

Mr. Temple. Luttrell oppofed it. 
He charged Minifters with having, 
by fallacious accounts, obtained large 
funis of money by votes of Parlia- 


' frent for the naval departments, 
whch money has, to the amount of E 


manyhundred thoufand pounds, not 
been applied tothe fpecific purpofes for 
Which it was granted. 

The Hon. Member [Mr. Buller] 
has ftated the number of fhips and 
veflels of war actually employed at 
home to amount to 105, and aflerts 
¢hat they have, one with another, 
zoo men each, and upwards ; in all 
§72397- He has likewife ftated 23 
thips and veflels of war in Jamaica, 
carrying, one with another, 140 men 
cach. tHe infifted that no fuch num- 
ber were employed ; and humbly 
moved, ** That the laft weekly ac- 
counts received at the Board of Ad- 
miralty from the Admiral or Com- 
thander in Chief of his Majefty’s 


Dper day for debate. 


,am fure of, that 


meafures the King might think pro- 
per to adopt, and therefore fucha 
queition was now needlefs. Here 
is a doétrine, he faid, quite new. 
The fir day of a feffion is the pro= 
We are then 
told, that the mere formality of an 
addrefs is the only queftion ; and that 
matters of fupply and revenue muft 
be referved till théy come properly 
before the Houfe: but now, when 
thefe matters are come to be dif 
cufled, we are given to underftand, 
that, by our addrefs to the King; 
we are bound to grant implicitly, and 
without any enquiry into'the expen- 
diture, fuch fums as the Minifter 
thinks proper to require, 

L.ord North denied that he had 
advanced any new doétrines to the 
Houfe. I do not recolleét, fays he, 
to have faid any thing on which fucl» 
a charge could be grounded, This 
never meant to’ 
dictate to this Houfe: fuch an at- 
tempt this Houfe would refent, and 
I know what its refentment is; and 
therefore am very cautious not te 
become the object of it. 

Idid not indeed give the Hon.Gen- 


fhips and veffels of war at the feve- Htleman my reafons for making fo 


ral ports of Plyntouth, Portfmouth, 
and Chatham, together with the 


‘ftate and condition of the fhips and 


veffels of his Majefty’s navy em- 
ployed on Channel fervice, or on the 
coafts of Great Britain or Ireland, 
we laid before this Houfe;” ? 


great a demand, becaufe I thought 
they were fo obvious and notorious 
to every one, that a detail of them 
muit be abfolutely unneceflary. 

He obferved that much ftrefs had 


been laid by gentlemen on this pars 


ticulas 
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ticular obfervation, that in the year 
1759 we had only 60,000 feamen to 
fight againft almoft all Europe. In 


that year, indeed, no more. than, 


60,000 men had been voted, but 


197 
ya The information required 
could be eafily obtained, he faid, 
through fome other channel ; but 
then no‘arguments could be drawn 
from it, as it could not be faid to be 


there were then in a€tual fervice full 4 official. 


84,000; and by the feizure of the 
French failors at Newfoundland, we 
had in the different prifons of Great 
Britain 20,000 of their feamen : that 
now, in. cafe of a war with one 
branch of the Houfe of Bourbon, 
by the family compact we muft fight 
them ail. 

He did not think that they were 
infincere in their profeffions of neu- 
trality ; but there was a certain de- 
gree of confidence which fhould ne- 
ver be given to the words of any 
man, and that therefore it was pru- 
dent to guard againft the worft. 

. The report of the committee was 
then called for, delivered in by Sir 
Charles Whitworth, and pafled the 
Houfe. 

‘Mr. Luttrell renewed his motion, 
which was feconded by Mr. Bayley. 

Mr. Penton oppofed it, as tending 
to give our enemies foo great an in- 
fight into'our affairs. ° 


Lord North had no obje€tion, be- 
caufe he was certain the enquiry 
would redound to the honour of 
thofe to whom the care and direc- 
tion of the navy was intrufted. He 


g indeed faw no occafion for any fuch 


enquiry ; for he believed that Par- 
liament might fafely truft to the in- 
formation which had been already 
officially given. 

Sir Hugh Pallifer, perceiving that 


the noble Lord in the blue ribbon 


thought differently from him and 
his colleague in office, Mr. Penton, 
begged leave to fet gentlemen right 
with regard to the number of men 
on board that fleet. He had never 
informed the Houfe that they were 
33,000; he only faid, that the full 
complement was 33,000. There were, 
he faid, by the laft week’s return, 
upwards of 48,000 men, exclufive of 
1500 marines, on boatd the thirty- 
five fhips already fitted out; and 


‘Colonel Barré faid, that, if upon = that, by fapplying the deficiencies 


enquiry, it fhould appear that we 
have 33,000 men in actual fervice 
for home duty, it would be news 
which our enemies will hear with 
grief and defpair : that it were ufelefs 


from the fupernumerary men, there 
would be more than the compleat 
complement of that fleet, 

The queftion being put, Mr. Lut- 
trell’s motion was carried without a 


to with-hold the papers moved for F divifion. 


from that confideration, as it is more 
than probable that they are better 
acquainted with the matter than 
ourfelves.: The noble Lord, he faid, 
has tcld us he knows what the re- 


November 28. 
The order of the day being read, 
Sir Charles Whitworth took the chair 


‘of the committee, and ftated, that 


the Jand-tax for the year 1777 


fentment of this Houfe is: there I Gamounted to 2,140,000!. 


muft beg leave to contradict him: 
he knows only the complaifance, the 
indulgence, the firbmiflion of this 
Houle; its refentment he is itill to 
learn. ; 


Lord North moved, that the Houfe 
do grant to his Majefty a land-tax, 
for the year 1778, of tour fhilfiags in 
the pound upof all lands, terscments, 


&c. within England,’ Wales, and 


Gov. Fobnftone faid, it was but ay the town of Berwick upoh baie | 


poor pretence for with-holding the 
yapers, left our enemies fhould get 
intelligence from them of our affairs, 
when no papers were afked for but 
fuch as contained matters well 
known to, and attefted by, every 
boatfwain, carpenter, &c. in the 


‘ 


‘ 


and @ proportionable rate therec 
" -_ lahds, tenemidnts, &c. in Scot- 
and. 

Mr. bitbread complained of the 
inequitable mode of afleffing and fe- 
vying the lanid-tax,; and segge! the 
committee to take jt dito tus mokk 

icrioms 
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- confideratione As an-in- 
ace of this truth, he declared, 
that he had one eftate in Lincoln- 
fhire, of 180]. yearly value, for which 
he paid no more than 16]. a year 
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Jaft not a fhilling to be gained. Out 
Adminiftracors fay that revenue is 
not the object; we mean only, it 
feems, to reduce them to obedience; 
for the fake of. national honour. 


_ Jand-tax ; and another cftate in Lei- , This is a war of punétilio, not of 


‘cefterfhire, for which he paid the 
fum of §0l. yearly, tho’ the rental 
ef both were nearly equal. from 
this great and fpecific difference, he 
inferred the necedity of an egua!, 
fair, and impartial mode of taxing 
the landed property of the kingdoin, 
and that a new affeffinent be made 
throughout the kingdom for that 
purpofe. a. 

Vhe Chairman obferved, that the 
motion before the Houie was not 
about the mode of aflefling, but whe- 
ther 4s. and no more, thall be the 
- Iand-tax for the enfuing year. 

Mr. Baker was of opinions that. 
juftice would never be done, till an 
equal, and of courfe an equitable, 


manner of rating all property fub-D felves; an 


ject to the land-tax was adopted. 
Lord Ongley faid, the Hon. Mem- 
ber who robe frit furnifhed him 
with an argument againft what was 
advanced; fer purchafers in a coun- 


profit, On this days in particular, 
it was ufuai of old toveall for the ac- 
counts of the arrearsof the land-tax ; 
of the neat receipts; of ths names 
of the receivers ; of what part they 
had paid into the Exchequer, and. of 
what part was remaining in their 
hands: but of late we have cither 
neglected, or not’ dared, to do it. 
He conciuded with exprefiing his 
forrow that no country gentleman 
has rifen this day to afk ov wifh for 
peace. 

Lord Qugley begged leave to differ 
from the Honourable Gentleman; 
He contended thataright ettablifhed, 
and not meant to be exercifed, is no 
right, We are heavily taxed our-° 
it is but reafonable, 
when we fhall compel the colonies 
to return to their duty, that they 
fhould contribute in common wiih 
tle reft of their fellow-fubjects, in 
{upport of that government whofe 


ty wheré the tax was low, having of g protection they will equally par= 


courfe given a proportionably high 
price on that.account, would be in- 


take of. 
Sir Herbert Mackworth was con- 


jured, while thofewho had purchafed vinced that not a gentleman in thé 


at a low price would be benefited : 
he was therefore for continuing the 
prefent mode. 

Col. Barré recurred to the quef- 
tion, and expreffed his furprize that 


F 


Houfe but wifhed for peace with 
America; but then, fays he, how 
is peace to be obtained? it has 
been faid, by perfuafion; but by 
what arguments can you perfuade 


sfot a fingle country gentleman had people who fay, ** We will kill you, 


sifen to {peak of peace, or to com- 
plain of war. Their fupinenefs, or 
their acquiefcence, deferved the fe- 
vereft reprehenfion. If they are 
_ blind to the diftrefles of their coun- 


or you fhali kill us.” In fuch a cafe 
we are entirely on the defenfive. 
Government have left every open- 
ing for a conciliation. What more 
can be done ? Terms of peace would 


| try, they ought to be awakened; if be gladly accepted. It is therefore 


_they are ignorant, they ought to be 


America that continues the war. 


informed ; if indolent, they oughtto Were they to. return to their cuty, 
be arouféd. He then fhewed the England would reeeive them with 
enormous expence already incurred, H open arms, 


aiid to be incurred, by this ealami- 
tous war: 13 millions expended laft 
year; 13 muifions more to be ex- 
pended this ; and 13 millions to be 
expended annually, for God knows 
how many years to come; and at 





Sir George Savile rofe to fay a few 
words, perhaps for the laft time, on 
the fubject of the American war, 
Four feveral motives, fays he, have 
been mentioned, for the commence- 
ment, progrefs, continuance, and 

perfevcrance, 
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perfeverance, of the war: Firft, it 
was begun on purpoie °* to quell a 
puny infurrection.” Secondly it 
was proceeded -in ** to fubdue a 
dangerous rebellion.” Thirdly, -it 


was continued .‘* to defend a 


feives”’---pofitiyely from the motive 
of fe defendendo---trom the fearthat, 
if we do not ill them, they will us. 
And fourthly, continued he, it muft 
be perfevered in from a motive the 
moft ftrange, perhaps, that ever en- 
tered into the thoughts of a rational 
people. He would give the whole 
committee, he faid, two guefles, and 
the chairman three, and be bound 
that they would not guefs it right. 
It was indeed a laughable, a ludi- 
crous motive,---it muit be perfe- 
vered in, added he, ‘* to gain their 
confidence.” We are to beat them, 
it feems, in order to conciliate them. 
Such are the remantic reafons af- 
figned for this war. from the con- 
clufton of which, no benefit was to 
be expected, nor revenue arife ; and 
yet upon which, there had.been more 
money expended, than would have 
ferved to have purchafed, taken in, 
cleared, inclofed, manured, culti- 


vated, fown, and planted all the E vifion. 


waite Jands in Britain---more than 
would have turned all the heaths, 
hills, and waftes into gardens; and 
from the cultivation of which, nay, 
if they had been all fownwith barley, 


from the malt-tax alone, a greater p 1,265,231 


revenue would have been drawn, 
than all the taxation that can ever 
be gathered fromm the wide continent 
of Americas Such, he concluded, 
were the motives, and. {uch the ef- 


fects of this war. and‘ for this we . nation. 


were called upon to gtant the pre- 
{ent fupply. ; 
' Mr. Fox withed to hear if any 
member of Adminiflxation would 
pretcnd to fix a time for the termi- 
nation of the prefent difputes ; that 
is, when the right fo warmly con- 
tended for will be eftablifhed. He 
defired farther to know, whether 
any Member expects, in cafe of a re- 
conciliation, whether we are to ex- 
eét a revenue from that country ? 
iF then neither a period is pretended 


beth with regard to America 
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to be fixed tothe prefent wafte of 
blood and treafure, nor a revenue ° 
to be obtained to replaceythe im- 
menfe fums already {pent. and like- 
ly to be incurrec, he wifhed the 
gentlemen, on their own 
ground, to juftify themfelves to their 
conttituents for perfifting in imea- 
fures which do not promife the at- 
tainment of a fingle object for which 
they now oftenfively give them their 
fupport. 

‘Phe »refolution, however, was 
agrecd to. And on the Speaker’s 
refuming the chair, Colonel Barré 
moved, ** ‘That the receipts of the 
arrears of the revenue of the land- 
tax be laid before the houfe, with an 
accurate account of the names of - 
the receivers, when and how much 
thereof has been paid into the i:x- 
chequer, and with an exaét accoun 
of the arrears remaining due by the 
receivers up to Michaelmas terms 
17 ve 

Lord North acquiefced in the mo- 
tion, and declared ai the fame time 
his readinefs to give the Houfe all 
the information pofible; fo that the 
motion was carricd without a di- 


November 28. 

Sir Charles Cocks prefented to the 
houfe papers relative to the tranfport 
fervice, the amount of which, from 
Sept. 1775s to Nov. 24, 1776, was 
Dec:mber 2. 

Mr. ox moved the Houfe, That on 
a future day they fhould form thems 
felves into a committee of the whole 
Houfe, to confider of the ftate of the 
He thought it neceflarv, 
he faid, to explain the meaning and 
extent of, the feveral motions he 
meant to propo, which he would 
do in a very tew words. He meant, 
then, ‘that the. commitiee fhould 
confider the expences that the na- 
tion hath incurred from the Ame- 
rican war, and the rcfources that we 
poffefs to raife the fupplies neceflary 
for its continuance. In the fecond ~ 
place, the lofs of men frem that 
war. 3diy, The fituaticn of trade, 
and. 
the 
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the foreign markets. 4thly, The pre- 
fent firuation of the war, and the hopes 
that we may rightly entertain, from its 
continuance, and the condué and mea- 
fures of the prefent Adminiftration, of 


2 


Summary of Proceedings in the prefent Seffion of Parliament. 
~ alfo that his Majefty would be pleafed 


to direct, that a return of fuch colony 
or province, &c. as has or have been 
declared to be at the King’s peace, be 
lgid before this Houfe,” 


a latting peace; and alfo our prefent g Lord North rofe in oppofition to this 


fituation in regard to foreign powers, 
And sthly,- to confider what progrefs 
Sir W. and L. Howe have madé in 
» confequence of the powers intrufted to 
them as commiffioners, Under thefe 
general heads, many other enquiries 
would arife ; and it would be ghe bufi- 
nefs of the committee to follow every 
ath that promifed to lead to a thorough 
inveftigation and difcovery of the flate 
of the nation. 
Lord North faid he chearfully agreed 


motiorw: he faid he muft obje& to ig 
from the reafon that papers produced 
during the exitience of a negociation, 
if any had taken place, mutt be very 
injurious to the cafe. He was ready 
and willing to grant every reafonable 
information in his power; but he could 
not confent that difcoveries fhould be 
made prejudicial to Government, and to 
the true interefts of this country. 

Mr. Serjeant Adair faid, he could 
not fee what difcovery could be made 


to the motion of the Honourable Gen- © in the leaft injurious. None was called 
tleman, agd would do all in his power for that the Americans did not know 
to promote the great end he hadin already. They mutt only be with-held, 


view. 
The motion having paffed without a 
divilion, Mr.J’ox rofe again, and moved, 


he prefumed, becaufe they might prove 
injurious to Adminiftration from being 
known to the Houfe of Commons. 


That the fecond of February next be D Mr. Stanley objected to the motion 


the day appointed for the committee to - 


‘meet, to confider the flare of the na- 
tion, He alfo moved, That there be 
laid before the houfe, “* An account of 
all the troops, foreign and domettic, 


for feveral reafons. Negociations, he 
faid, to rebels in arms, muft be made, 
not to the people at large, but to felect 
hodiee, perhaps to individuals ; and the 
difcovery of fuch bodies, or men, might 


engaged in the Britith fervice fince p draw upon them the vengeance of the 


Nov. 1774.” Alfo, * A lift of all fhips 
of war, the numbers that have been 
taken, loft, or deftroyed, with the exa 
returns of men killed or taken pri- 
foners in the fame period.” Alfo, 
*¢ The laft general returns of all the 
pie in N. America.” Alfo, “A 
ift of all fhips of war employed as con- 
voys.” Alio, ‘* Copies of the laft ge- 
neral monthly returns of all the troops 
in Great Britain.” Alfo, ** Copies of 
,» th®rerurns of the troops in Jreland, in 


North America, and the Weft Indies.”G 


All thefe motions pafled uithout oppo: 
fition, He then moved, ** That an 
humble addrefs be prefented to his 
Majefty, that his Majefty would be 
gracioufly pleafed to direct, that there 


7 


others. Butin truth, be faid, he knew 
not that any negociation had been en- 
tered into. With rebels in arms, 
flanding up for independence, no trea- 
ty of conciliation cquld be made. The 
very propefition acknowledged their 
independence, 

Mr. Burke obferved, that he never 
heard the noble Lord [ Lord North] be- 


have with fo much candour as to-day ; 


he had agreed to every tittle of his 
friend’s requeft; he had publifhed a 
bond wherein he granted all: but in 
the end was inferted a little defeafance, 
with a power of revocation, by which 
he preferved himfelf from the execu~ 
tion of every granthe had made. ~ 
(To be continued. } 


be Iuid before this Houfe copiesof all H %,* In confequence of our requef to our 


Such papers as relate to any tteps taken 
for the fulfilling of that claufe of an 
aét, by which perfons appointed and 
tuthorifed by his Majetty are empow- 
ercd, under certain conditiens, * to de- 
ciare any colony or province, &c. to 


be atthe peace of his’ Migetly .’ and 


correfoondents, we have received the annexe 
plate, as a fpecimen of a feries reprefenting the 
rel:gious ceremonies of the modern Fews. The 


present exhibits an infide View of the Synagogue 
tt Anferdam (the mot fuperb edifice of tho, 
kind in the known world), with the ceremony of 
founding the hora on New-Yzar'seday; of which 
@ fartter -accourt, with our carrefeondent’s 


plan, fit he ngerted in cur ntiide : 
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Objections to Mr. Waiton’s Critique on Rowlie’s Poco. 


Mr. Urzan, 
R. Warton’s criticifm upon 
Rowlie’s Poems, in the fe- 
cond volume of the Hiitory of En- 
glifh Poetry, contains fome objec- 
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This had once a Bifhop, and_ only 
one, called Thomas Thirlby, who 
was not long Bifhop there. But the 
church was called Weitminfter many 
hundred years before he was born, 


tions to the authenticity of thofe, and will be, perhaps, for many 


poems which are not conclufive ; 
particularly fome of thofe internal 
arguments which, in his opinion, 
go to prove their fpurioufnefs, but 
which, im my opinion, operate direct- 
ly againft him. His words follow: 
‘© It would be tedious and trifling 
to defcend to minute particulars. 
But I will mention one or two. In 
the Ode to Ella, the poet fuppofes 
that the fpectre of Ella fometimes 
appears in the A4n/rer, that is, Brif- 
tol cathedral. 
is fuppofed to have lived, the pre- 
fent cathedral of Briftol was nothing 
more than an Auguftine monaftery, 
in which Henry the Eighth efta- 
blifhed, long afterwards, a Bifhop, 


But when Rowlie© 


hundred years after the times when 
he was unbifhoped, dead, and bu- 
ried. 

3. Leominfter, in Herefordfhire, 
formerly Leonis monafterium. This 
was never a cathedral ai all. 

4. Minfter Lovel, in Oxfordthire. 
Never a cathedral, but formerly a 
college of Benedictines. 

5. Winborne minfter, in Dorfet- 
fhire ; firft a Benedictine nunnery, 
after a college of prebendaries. 

6. Axminiter, in Devonfhire; a 
minfter for feven priefts, afterwards 
for two only. 

To which may be added, Ex~ 
minfter, in Devonfhire, which is 
fome miles below the city and ca- 


and a Dean and Chapter, in theDthedral of Exeter, on the fame 


year 1542. Minfter is a word al- 
moft appropriated to cathedrals : and 


river, 
I give you thefe as I find them in 


I will venture to fay, thatthe church Tanner and Dugdale, and how 
of this monaftery, before the prefent many more might be fought out I 
foundation took place, never was know not; but they are enough to 
called Briftol Minfter, or the Min- £ fhew that Mr. Warton is not right, 








fter.”” 

Thus far Mr. Warton: but that 
Minfter is almoft appropriated to ca- 
thedrals, is certainly very contrary 
to matter of fact; fo far from it, 


that out of thofe churches which F 


have obtained the name of minfters, 
very few have been cathedrals, and 
very many have been fimple colle- 
giate or monafterial churches: and 
‘fo, indeed, the word obvioufly fig- 
nifies, for minfter is monafierium. 
But far be it from us, Mr, Urban, 
to reft upon etymology only with- 
out hiftory. I will, therefore, give 
fome examples, 

1, At page 339 of Mr. Warton’s 
own work, we read of ‘* the min- 


when he fays that the word minfter 
is almoft uppropriated to cathedrals. 
] have heard of York minfter, and 
Lincoln, and, perhaps, Peterborough 
minftcr; but, then, if the latter is 
called a minfter, I fufpeé it was 
called fo before it was a cathedral. 
Now, if thefe things are fo, why 
fhould Mr. Warton venture'to fay, 
that the church of the Black Canons 


of St. Auguftine, at Briftol, was. 


never called a minfter in verfe or 
profe by Mr. Rowlie, or any one 
elfe, till King Harry’s new founda- 
tion took place? I can only anfwer 
that he ventures to fay a thing 
which I am fure he does not know 
to be true, 


fter or collegiate church of Bever-H Mr. Warton’s fecond pofition is, 


ley, in Yorkfhire.”” And this was 
never a cathedral, but yet is {till 
ealled Beverley minfter. 

2. The minfter or collegiate 
church of Saint Peter, which gave 
name to the city of Weitmi: ft:r, 

Gent, Mac. May, 1778. 


2 


ot ie men, ~ 


that ‘* inattention to the above cir 
cumftance has produced another un- 
fortunate anachronifm in fome of 
Rowlie’s papers.” It is faid to con=- 
fift in ftyling. Briftol a city, upon 
which Mi, W » very peremptorily 

s icrta, 


Neer «teen oe 
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afferts, ** Briftol was never ftyled 
a city, till the erection of its bi- 
fhoprick in 1542.” 

But if the above circumftance is 
miftaken, and the firft is not an un- 


ward’s charter, or King Harry’s 
patent, But when I confider that 
the time when Abel wrote his work 
at Minchin-Hampton, was about 
140 years after Briftol was made a 


fortunate anachroniim, then the in- 4 bifhoprick, I cannot grant him an 


attention to a falfe circumftance 
may not have produced another un- 
fortunate anachrenifm. It appears 
that Briftol was made a city and a 
county in the 47th year of Edward 
the Third, that is, about 170 years 
before it was made a bifhoprick, and 
near 100 years befcre the time when 
Rowlie is faid to have written. (See 
Brady of Boroughs, in the pre- 
aaa | : 

But, fays Mr. Warton, King Hen- 

orders, in a patent, ‘‘ qued Villa 
Briftollia ex nunc et deinceps fit 
Civitas.” True, but furely a con- 
firmation of old privileges does not 
neceflarily imply that no fuch privi- 
leges exifted before. But King 
Henry calls it Villa Briftolliz : yes, 
and fo King Charles the Firft, in a 
eharter,, calls Oxford, Villa, Mu- 
nicipium, Oppicum, Burgum ; and 
he calls the citizens Burgenfes, Op- 
pidani, &c. yet, I think, we ought 
not to infer from hence, that Ox- 


abfolute negative upon every thing 
that was faid or done from the days 
of Edward the Third to the days 
of Henry the VIIIth.—I think 
this negative voice ought to be re- 
ferved, and kept in the beft and 
fafeft hands; efpecially the nega- 
tive again{t public records. 

The two laft criticifms I fhall 
mention are thofe upon the word 
** accounte,” and the expreflion of 
“* repayring leafe.” Thefe I am not 
quite clear in; and Mr. W.. calls 
the latter a technical law-term, 
which, I fuppofe, Chatterton, as 
being an attorney’s clerk, under- 
inal vex well. For my part, I do 
not know whether fuch a technical 
law-term exifts or not; but I have 


Dheard that, formerly, fuch law-terms 


were exprefied in French or Latin, 
and Mr. Warton fays he much 
qucitions whether there might be 
fuch a word in thofe days. But I 
apprehend, that, by this mode of ar- 


ford was no city in the time of K. & gument, a man might prove here~ 
Charles the Firft : nor will it prove after, that Mr. W. did not write 
-any forgery in the papers to aflert his own book: as for inftance, at 
that Briftol could not be ttyled acity page 454, Mr. W. fays, that one 


till the erection of its bifhoprick ; 
for if fo, then Domefday- Book is 


alfo a forgery. It talks of Civitas p 


de Glowceltre, and Oxford is there 
ftyled Urbs, and yet we know they 
-had no bifhopricks till about the 
fame time with Briftel. Another 
argument remains: Mr. W. fays, 
that one Abel Wantner, of Min- 
chin-Hampton, in Gloucefterfhire, 
fabricated a MS. relating to the Hif- 
tory of Briftol, in which he always 
calls it a town till the 35th of 
Henry VIII. and fays it was pro- 
claimed a city in that year. I grant 


it was; and {fo it was for many yearsH 


before, and many years after, and 
is now feveral times in a year, as 
well by the common cryer, as by 
‘other grave officers and perfonages. 
But this does not void King kd- 


Mr. Wilfon was ‘* incarcerated.” 
The critic might fay, I have read 
Shakefpeare, Dryden, and Pope; 
way, what is more, I have read Bon- 
nell Thornton’s Battle of the Wigs, 
the author of which was 2 cotem- 
porary and intimate friend of Mr, 
Warton; but I do not find this 
word: therefore, I am of opinion 
that no: part of the book is the 
genuine production of that learned 
man; and I much queftion whe- 
ther ‘‘ incarcerated” was a techni- 
cal law-term in the Englifh lan- 

guage at that time. 

Yours, &c. 

Lionet CHALMERS. 

St. Fohn’s-college. 
P.S. Since I wrote the above, 
I am enabled, by a note of Mr, 


‘Warton’s, which [ had before over- 


looked, 


Pose eng Assy ™, 


oy 
a, Oo — 





Mr. Scott's Animadverfions on Crito’s Card. 


looked, as being in fome degree 
concealed at the end of the book, 
to add two more to the lift of min- 
fters which were not cathedrals; 
they are St. Ewin’s at Briftol, and 


the great church of Qt. Alban’s. 4 Amwell. 


If St. Ewin’s was called a minfter, 
why might not St. Auguftine’s be 
another minfter? I can only fay 
why it might, Jet Mr. W. fay why 
it might not. By the fame rule the 
place called Canon’s Marth, juft by 
it, was not called fo till the church 
had fecular canons, and minor-ca- 
nons ; becaufe a man may venture 
to fay that it was never called fo 
from the regular canons of St. Au- 
guftine. This antiquarian reafoning 
would not be true. 


Mr. URBAN 

RITO’s affection, “that he had 

not feen Dr. Beattie’s preface,” 

is no excufe for his unkind treat- 
ment of the author. 
place, he fhould not have faid, *¢ that 
no mention was made of the En- 
Quiry in any of the Dodtor’s un- 
promifed publications,” without pre- 
vioufly giving all thofe publications 
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know who he is; but as I have now 
done juitice to my friend, I do not 
think myfelf obliged to hold alter- 
cation with a perfon who conceals 
himfelf under a fictitious name. 


JOHN SCOTT. 


Mr. Ursan, 
] Send you a genuine extract of a 
letter, containing a defcription 
of the Amphitheatre at Nifimes: if you 
think it can be acceptable to your 
readers, it is at your Recies ; from, 
Yours, &c. R.P. 
‘* WE had determined to make 
Nifmes our winter-quarters, where, 
fafe from the ftorms and tempefts of 
the north, and under the influence 
of a mild and genial day, we might 
have fufficient leifure to examine 
thofe noble remains of Roman mag- 
nificence by which this city is dif- 
tinguifhed from all others in France. * 
Animated with this idea, and ena- 


In the firftD moured of the fimple grandeur that 
diftinguifhes ancient from modern 
buildings, we left Paris in the dead 


of winter, and turned our backs on 
all the fplendid exhibitions with 
which that fafcinating city abounds, 


a perufal. In the fecond place, when g¢ Here, while our friends in the north 


information is ferioufly defired, it is 
as eafy to requeft it civilly as rude- 
ly ; there can, therefore, be no apo- 
logy for a fatirical mode of interro- 
ation. As to the warmth of my 
Friendthip, Ido not think it at all 
fuperfluous: he who would not act 
as I have acted, his little right to 
the appellation of friend. I believe 
the world will readily allow, that an 
unprovoked infult on a refpectable 
character, merited animadverfion far 
lefs mild than that which Crito’s 
card was fubjected to in March 
Mag. Crito feems much difpleafed, 
but that is no wonder; thofe who 
are moft forward to give offence, 
are commonly leaft slike to bear a 
reprimand, t repeat what I before 
declared, that I know not who Cri- 
to is; my proceeding, therefore, 
cannot poffibly be the effect of re- 
fentment. I am not angry; but if 
I was, it could not be at the man, 
but his condu&. I do not wih to 


are freezing by the fire, we either fie 
with the windows open to catch 
the influence of the enlivening fun, 
or fally out to vifit the Amphitheatre, 
the temple of Diana, or fome other 
curiofity with which our Roman 
refidence abounds, 

The city of Nifmes was chofen 
by the Romans in perference to 
every other city of Tranfajpine 
Gaul. Having had the whole world 
as the objects of their choice, they 
fhewed,in their preference of Nifmes, 
that they well knew how to chufea 
fituation, This city ftands on a 
gradual defcent; below, a rich valley, 
covered with corn in its due feafon, 
extends till it is loft to the fight; 
behind, the hill afcends like a theatre, 
covered with vines, and olive-trees, 
almoft to the fummit, which is. 
crowned with wood. Corn, wine, 
and oil, are decifive marks of a fertile 
country. If any thing is wanting 
to compleat the idea, filk might, be. 

added ; 
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added: abundance of mulberry-trees 
are cultivated in the plains, to fur- 
nifh the large manufattories of filk 
ftockings, for which Nifmes has 
been long famous. But thefe, it 
may be faid, are prefent appearances 
and modern improvements—It is 
confefied. The ftate of agriculiure, 
2nd (he arts, at the time when this 
city was cherifhed and favoured by 
the Romans, has not been handed 
down to us with fufficient accuracy. 
But, a monument of their fkill in 
archite@ure, one of the nobleft and 
moft useful of the arts, has fubfifted 
upwards of 1600 ycars, and {till bids 
fair to furvive modern buildings, 


exatly oppofed to the four cardinal. 
points, of which the north appears 
to have been the principal, having a 

rand pediment over it. Thefe lead 
to the ftair-cafes, which end in three 


Aranges of vomitoria, that conducted 


tne fpeétators to their feats: the 
lower range is totally deftroyed ; of 
the fecond, little remains; but of the 
third, almoit the whole. On en- 
tering the Theatre from the upper 


Brange of vomitories, the coup d’ oetl 


is moftaftonifhing. The entire wall 
of more than three fourths of the 
building is complete: the rows of 
feats are differently broken in differ- 
ent places; inone they arecomplete,as 


Imagine mc, my dear friend, asc far as to 17: there were originally 32. 
writing this upon one of the feats of An author of character, who has 


the glorious Amphitheatre where the 
once matters of the world were feated. 
Form to yourfelf the idea of a perfect 
ellipfe, whofe longeft axis from eait 
to weft is upwards of 400 feet; its 
fhorteft more than 300. To an eye 
placed in the arena, and looking up 
around the 32 rows of feats rifing 
over cach other, which held the 
{peCtators,computed at abouc20,0c0, 
the various party-coloured dreiles, 
different attitudes, &c. which fuch 
a numerous and mixed affembly 
muft have produced, create a text- 
evfemble that beggars al] defcription, 
and exceeds all the idea that the 
imagination of a modern can con- 
ceive; asno fpcectacle from which 
to form 2n analogy now exifts on 
the face of the globe. One of the 
Jargeit, if not the largeft, theatres 
in Europe, is the opera-houfe at 
Paris, which yet does not contain 
3000 perfons. “his Amphitheatre 
was built by the Romans, in the 
time of Antoninus Pius, to decorate 
a provincial city, far from their ca- 
pital, and at an expence which: a 
nation now could fcarcely bear. The 
external is formed in two rows of 


written a book purpofely on the 
curiofities of Nifmes, has calculated 
the number of poffible fpectators at 
fomething more tnen 17,000; by al- 
lowing 20 inches of feat to cach 
perfon, he feats that number very 
commodioufly. »] meafured out 20 
inches upon one of the feats, and 
found I did not nearly occupy it; 
feventeen were fufficient for me, 
fitting at my eafe: and I incline to 
E believe, that in crowded afiemblics 
fourteen inches are as much {pace as 
each perfon, on an average, can fepa- 
rately occupy. [have therefore little 
difficulty in fuppofing that 20,000, 
which is generally given as the round 
Fnumber, might be very commodi- 
oufly feated within thisAmphitheatre, 
The feats are of a very convenient 
height, from 18 to 22 inches: they 
are folid, fquare, or rather parallelo- 
gramic blocks of ftone of immenfe 
iize, and were probably covered for 
the accommodation of the higher 
ranks of people. I meafured four of 
the {tones in the fecond row of ar- 
cades, and found feveral upwards of 
17 feetin length; breadth and thick- 
nefs proportional. They are laid 


columns, of the Tufcan order, o-H without the fmalleft quantity of 


pened with two rows of arcades, 
fixty in arow, which gives fuch an 
air of lightneis to a building of fuch 
amazing extent as is almoit incon- 
ceivable. Four great arcades give 
accefs to the arena and internal part 
of the building: thefe arcades are 


cement, and the whole conftruction 
is imple to a degree that is almoft 
inconceivable ; yet. in fome places 
the junion is hanctty perceptible, 
but thg«whole wall appears, as it 
were one folid block, with the fiflures 


almoft - 
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Addrefs to the Rev, Mr, Edward Evanfon, &e. 


almoft obliterated. ‘The arches are 
turned of folid wedge-fhaped blocks, 
placed fide by fide; and thus the 
incumbent weight, enormous as it 
was, only preflcd the wedges clofer 
together. 
faftened the {tones with large cramps 
of iron, four or five inches broad, 
and two inches deep: but though 
they rejected the ufe of mortar from 
thofe parts of the building which 
were expofed to the open air, yet in 
the internal parts a great quantity is 
found, but not of that friable kind 
in ufe at this day, and which crum- 
bles to duft between the fingers. 
The Roman mortar of this building 
is as hard as the ftone itfelf, and 
feems to be compofed of pieces of 
marble, pulverized ftones, all con- 
neéted by a gluten, and now fcarcely 
to be broken with ahammcer. Large, 
broad, flat furfaces, accurately fitted 
to each other, and touching exactly 


Inftead of cement, they q 


205. 
difgracing and deftroying their arms, 
—I now take my leave, fhortly to 
quit the fhores of the Mediterranean, 
and depart for Italy. 
Mar. 22, 1778. 


Mr. Ursan, 
HE following addrefs to the 
Rev. Mr. Edward Evanjon, 
author of a ‘‘ Letter to the Right 
Rev. the Lord Bifhop of Litchfield,” 


Yours, &c.” 


p &e- lately publifhed, having only 


made its appearance in a fugitive 
paper, deferves a more petmanent 
fituation in your refpectable and im- 
partial repofitory, to which it is 
recommended by your occafional 
corrcfpondent 


“3, 

** Withoutentering upon the prin- 
cipal fubje&t of your very extra- 
ordinary epiftle, I fhall only beg 
leave to trouble you with a fhort 


VINDEx. 


in all points, fupported enormous Dremark or two on a paflage of Scrip- 


weights in’ancient building ; and in 
alate addition to an ancient work 
at the Pont du Garde, (another glo- 
rious remain of ancient grandeur, ) 
Tremarked, that, to occupy the fame 


ture, which I apprehend you have 
greatly miftaken; I had almoft faid, 
grofsly perverted. Itis in our Sa- 
viour’s difcourfe with Nicodemus, 
John iii. 5; where he fays, ‘* Except 


furface in fimilar buildings, where £ a man be born of water, and of the 


the ancients made ufe of two ftones, 
the moderns employ nine, and fome- 
times twelve. Nothing but the ex- 


Spirit, he cannot enter into the 
kingdom of God.” The queftion 
is, what is meant by being born of 


treme difficulty, perhaps, of taking water? The ufual and natural in- 
fuch apile to pieces, has preferved terpretation is, being renewed, rege- 
jt to the prefent time, confidering p nerated, born again or anew, ag our 
the number of rude fhocks it has church calls it, by baptifm. To this 





undergone from favagehands. Marks 
of fire appear in feveral parts of the 
building. The ornaments of this 
building are various: among thefe 
one of the moft confpicuous is- the 
Roman eagle; and on feveral of the 
pillarsof the Amphitheatre are fculp- 
tured thofe f{pecies, which, howfo- 
ever indelicate in modern times, one 
would almoft be led to conjecture, 
were intended, at leaft, in many in- 


you object; and boldly affirm, that 
** no fuch phrafe is to be found in 
any other part of the New Tefta- 
ment.” Be pleafed, Sir, to look 
into St. Paul’s Epiftle to Titus(which 
I prefume you allow to be a part of 
canonical Scripture), and you will 
there find an expreffion fimilar at 
leaft, if not parallel, to that in the 
Gofpel by St. John. The Apoftle, 
{peaking of the free love of God in 


ftances, rather as fymbols of popu-H the redemption of man, fays, ‘*Ac- 


Jation and the ftrength of a ftate. 
All the ornaments are greatly muti- 
Jated, and the Roman eagles are all 
decapitated. The favage canquerors 
that triumphed over the isin 
power, infulted the vanquifhed by 


cording to his mercy he faved us 
by the wafbing of regeneration, and 
ee Holy Ghoft,” Tit. 
ili. 5. Now here, I conceive, the 
** wafhing of regeneration” (that is, 
of a newor fecond birth) anfwers 

exactly 
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exactly to our Saviour’s expreifion, - 


“* born of water:” as the “Srenewing 
of the Holy Ghoft” does to being 
** born of the Spirit.” If you object, 
that the “* wafhing of regeneration” 


Addrefs to the Rev. Mr. Edward Evanfon, €c. 
*“ born of the Spirit,” or te our 


Spiritual birth) is furely as forced 
and unnatural, as it is contrary to 
the ufual language of the New 
Teftament ; in which, I am confi- 


cannot fignify dapti/m, becaufe wea, dent, no fuch phrafe as being born 


‘can in no fenfe be faid to be faved 
by baptifm; I anfwer, that St. Peter 
exprefsly declares, that ‘* baptifm 
a@oth now fave us,” 3 Ep. iii. 21. 
That water and wajhing are fre- 
quently mentioned in Scripture as 
emblematical or fignificant of the pu- 
rifying graces of God’s Holy Spirit, 
ou will fcarcely deny. And though 
in the Old Teftament thefe expref- 
fions might not, perhaps, have an 
‘immediate reference to baptifm; yet 
I cannot help thinking that St. Paul 
plainly alludes to it, when he writes 
to the Corinthians; ‘‘but ye are 
wafhed, byt ye are fanétified,” 1 Cor. 
vi. 11. And when he tells the 
Ephefians that Chrift ‘* gave himfelf 


of water, in your fenfe of the words, 
is to be found. Befides, by our 
Saviour’s joining water and the 
Spirit together, he feems plainly te 
point out by both the fame change, 
renewal, or fpiritual birth, wrought 
in us, not by water or baptifin only, 
but by the power and graces of the 
Holy Spirit attending it. The mode 
of expreffion correfponds with that 
of the. Baptift; “Hr thall baptize 
you with the Holy Ghoft and with 
fire,” Luke iii. 16. Whereas, had 
our Lord meant to put water in 
oppofition to the Spirit, he would 
have made the contraft as clear and 
ftrongas it is in every part of Scrip- 
ture, where the flefh and the Spirit, 


for the church, that he might fanctify D the o/d and new man, the carnal and 
and cleanfe it with the wafbing of /piritual mind, and the like, are put 


water,” Eph. v.25, 26, I would afk 
any unprejudiced perfon, what other 
wafhing this can mean, than the 
** wafhing of regeneration,” fpoken 


in oppofition one to the other. In 
all thefe paffages (and very numerous 
they are) the contraft is fo plainly 
marked, that they cannot be mif- 


of by the fame Apoftle in his Epiftle Etaken. See John i. 13. Rom. viii. 


to Titus, or what our Saviour calls 
being ‘‘ born of water” in his dif- 
courfe with Nicodemus? But, I 
obferve, you lay a great ftrefs on our 
Lord’s faying only ‘‘ born,” not 


Gal. v. Col. iii. &c. &c. &c. and 
particularly 1 Pet. i. 23; where it 
is remarkable that Chriftians are faid 
to be born again, with refpect to their 
ftate in this life, not in the future. 


born again or anew ‘‘of water.” But you are pleafed to urge ano- 


I reply, that his words, v. 5, are 
evidently explanatory of what he 
had faid before, v. 3, SS‘ except a 
~ man be born again, he cannot fee 
the kingdom of God.”” The Jewith 
ruler not underftanding him, but 
fuppofing that by being “‘bornagain” 
he meant .a fecond zatural birth; 
our Lord explains himfelf by telling 
him, that ‘‘except a man be born of 
water and of the Spirit, he cannot 
enter into the kingdom of God:” 


ther argument againft the common 
interpretation of the paflage in de- 
bate; namely, that baptifm is dften 
in Scripture called a burial, and that 
therefore it cannot be denominated 
a birth; fince the fame thing cannot, 
with propriety, be ftyled, even figu- 
ratively, a burial and a birth. Now 
permit me to afk you, what can be 
more oppofite than fire and water? 
Yet they are both ufed in Scripture 
(and I may add, with the ftrictcft 


defcribing hereby the xew or /piritual H propriety) as emblems of the Holy 


birth wrought in us by baptifm and 
the Holy Spirit. Your interpreta- 
tion of the paflage before us (in 
which you make the words ‘* born 
of water” to fignity our natural or 
éarnal birth, in oppofiuon to being 


Spirit. And baptifm is, no lefs aptly, 
compared both to a dural and a 
rifing, in the very fame fentence, 
ol. ii. 12,---** éurted with him in 
baptifm, wherein alfo you are rifen 
with him;”---which rifing may, 
furely, 








a iP fii wan, Oh bee oh wee oe ee ee 


Ls 








Bradhaw.—Granger.—Bryant.— Harwood.—-Fleming. Rotheram. 207 


furely, not improperly be ftyled a 
fecond, figurative, or {piritual, dirth. 

You will not, I hope, be offended 
at my concluding this addrefs with 


arum,” where he fays: ‘* Sane, ut 
verum dicamus, Antigquitas faculi 
ps , 

Fuventus mundi, Noftra profeéto 
junt antiqua tempora, cum mun- 


one word of friendly advice to you, dus jam fenuerit ; non ea que com- 
which is this: Either quit your, putantur ordine retrogrado, initiym 
profeffion immediately *, or do not fumendo a feculo noftro,” 

continue to infult the Church, In p. 131, col. 1, 1, 52, * Dr. 
whofe bread you eat, by oppofing Harwood” {urely is erroneoufly fub- 
and reviling the doctrines which ftituted for fome other volunteer in 
fhe holds facred, and which you, as_ the caufe of reformation: as from 
a Minifter of that Church, are bound |, p. 215 of your lait volume it will 


to preach and maintain. I am, Sir, 
your friend and humble fervant 2 
A. Z. 


Mr. URBAN, 
ie page 24 of your prefent vo- 


appear, that heis totally inadequate, 
on more accounts than one, to the 
important undertaking here referred 
to, on which fuch an affociate can 
reflect no credit. 

In p. 143, col. 1, 1. antepenult. is 


lume an inquiry is made after C there not fome miftake as to “* F. 


Bradfhaw, the infamous Prefident 
of the pretended High Court of 
Fuftice at the trial of Charles I. 
whofe chriftian name appears by 
A.Wood’s ** Athen. Oxon.” and 


Figning, Prebendary, and after- 
wards Dean, of Carlifle’?? Was 
there fuch a perfon? The Life of 
Sir George Fieming, Baronet, who 
died Bifhop of that Diocefe in 1747, 


Kennet’s ** Regifter and Chroni- pis printed in your Magazine for 
ele,” tohave been Fohn. Lord Cla- uly in that year; from whence it 
rendon ftyles him ‘¢a Gentleman appears, that he had been Preben- 
of an ancient family in Chefhire dary, Archdeacon, and Dean, of 
and Lancafhire.” From A.Wood that church, and in 1734 was ad 
ji, 597, and Kennet p. 367, it alfo vanced to the Bifhoprick. Perhaps 
appears that he was buried in Weft- 5 fome of your correfpondents will 





minfter Abbey, on Nov. 22, 1659. 
In p. 75, the remark on Mr, 
Granger will probably be found in- 
applicable to the guarto edition of 
eal’s Hiftory. Mr. Bryant’s ob- 
fervation in p. 113, “* that the pre- 
fent are the moft ancient days,” is 
unqueftionably juft, and was long 
fince made by Lord Bacon, who in 
his ‘* Novum Organum,” i. 84, has 
thefe words: ‘* Ie antiquitate opi- 
nio, quam homines de ipfa fovent, 


favor me with an anfwer to this 
query. 

In the ‘note in p. 623 of your laft 
volume we fhould read ** Cowdry” 
and ‘* Montacute;” and in p. 632, | 
1.22, *€ vacancy ;” and in p. 638, ! 
col. 1, 1. 18, ** Anquetil ;” and in 
p. 641, col. 2, 1.34, ‘* Tatler.” 

In p. 86, col. 2, l. 4, we fhould 
read ** Salluft ;” and in p. 94, col. 
2, 1. 20, ** Bury ;” and in p. 103, 
col..7, 1. 4a, “ Lordthip ;” and in 


negligens omino eft, et vix verboG p, 123, col. 2,1. 19, ‘* hear.” 


ipf: congrua. Mundi enim fenium 
et grandzvitas pro antiquitate vere 
habenda funt; quz temporibus nof- 
tris tribui debent, non juniori ztati 
mundi, qualis apud antiquos fuit. 


Illa enim etas, refpectu noftri, an-H from 


tiqua et major; refpectu. mundi 
iplius, mova et minor fuit.” — 
He has a fimilar remark in his firft 
book ‘* De Augmentis Scienti- 
* N.B. He has at laft had the honefty 
fo to de. Valeat quantum valere poteft! 





ScRUTATOR, 
P.S. Some of your readers will 
not diflike to be informed, that the 
elegant character of Bifhop Trevor, 
in your laft Supplement, .is taken 
*¢ A Sermon preached before 
the Governors of the Infirmary 
in Newcaftle upon Tyne, on July 
Hh 1771,” by the ingenious Mr. 
otheram, Rector of Houghton-le- 
Spring, and author of feveral other 
valuable performances, 
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-—-Eutrapelus, cuicunque nocere volebat, 
Veftimenta dabat pretiofa. : 
Hor. Ep. 18. 1. 3. 

HE man of fortune here al- 

luded to by Horace was Vo- 
lumnius, a Roman Senator, who, 
from the fprightlinefs of his wit 
was eminently ftyled Eutrapelus. 
From his affluence he had it in his 
power to indulge a very fingular and 
expenfive turn of mind, and to be 
extremely generous with a view of 


injuring thofe he /eemed willing toB 


ferve and oblige. Whenever he 


faw a coxcomb in low life take . 


upon himfelf the airs of aman of 
fafhion and confequence, he would 
{pare no-expence to feed his vanity, 


would drefs him out in the richeit ¢ 


and mott fafhionable robes, and in- 
troduce him to the beft of company 
in Rome. The poor coxcomb, thus 
equipped and recommended, would 
of courfe look upon himfeif to be 
in reality what he was only in ap- 
pearance ; would form to himfelf 
new fchemes and proj: cts to raife a 


‘ fortune ; and, in confidence of fuc- 


cefs, would neglect his private con- 
cerns, frequent the gaming tables 
and midnight revels, keep a miftrefs, 


and ‘live away in the bon ton, till atF 


length, being over head and ears in 
debt, he would be co:npel!ed to turn 
gladiator, or cry turnips thro’ the 
itreets for a livelihood. 

From a late proceeding in Parli- 
ament, ourmodern Senators appear 
to me to have adopted the fame un- 
ufual vein of humour with Wolum- 
nius. The inhabitants of a little 
market-town in Hants, where no 
confiderable manufs¢ture is carried 


on, had unaccountably conceived g 


an idea, that, if a navigabie canal 
was made fome way or other trom 
thence to “London, they fhouid 
emerge from their prefent obfcu- 
rity; that, infiead of being retaiiers 
in trade, they fhould become whole- 


fale dealers and capital merchants ; 4 


awd that their town would in a 


few years be a grand emporium and 


mart of trade for the county, fupe- 
rior in confequence to Winchetier, 
and a rival at leaft with the pert of 
Southampton. The Eutrapelaa 


-3c8 Non-importance of a late projefted Canal.~-¥ ork-Buildin gs Fire-Engines 


Senators of the neighbourhood gave 
encouragement to thefe wild con- 
ceits, and by their influence have 
obtained the authority of. Parlia- 
ment to carry their project into ex- 


A€ccution, What fuccefs it will be at- 


tended with, time will difcover ; but 
it is fhrewdly fufpedted, that, in the 
iffue, the lubicribere to this fcheme 
will be in the fame diftrefled con- 
dition with Volumnius’s favourites, 
the income to fupport the enormous 
expence of finifhing their canal de- 
pending chiefly upon the tolls,which 
are to arife from cafual adventi- 
tious freight brought by waggons 
from the Weftern countics, from 
accidental falls of timber in the 
neighbourhood, and the produce of 
a chalk- pit. 

But the fubfcribers to the canal 
from the coal-pits to Birmingham 
have been greatly benefited, and 
why not thofe? Credat Judzus 


DApella! Non ego, 


Winton. WIcKHAMENSIS. 


Letter from Holland, verbatim. 
P*® MIT me, through the chan- 
ne] of your ufeful Magazine, 


to afk a queftion to the curious 


in mechanics in your country ; for 


why, till this moment, nobody has 


fallen upon the idea of giving a com- 
plete defcription of the Firc-Engine 
in York-Buildings, one of the moft 


pingenious mechanical compofitions 


of Europe? What pompous defcrip- 
tions of mere nothings are daily ob- 
truced upon the public in your 
country, and an object of real uti- 
lity, curiofity, and admiration, and 
unigue en fon efpece, lies quite neg- 
legied ! “A well-tinifhed, accurate 
de{cription, with the neceiiary prints 
te iluitrace the defcription, | doubt 
not, would be very acceptable to all 
the ingenious artifts, and other lovers 
of fciences, in every part of Europe. 
This bint, given by a ftranger, I 
hope may incite one of your inge- 
nious men to enrich the public with 
a more complete knowledge of one 
of the moit fingular conftructions. 
I remain, Sir, 


Your conflant Reader in Holland, 
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Of the. Archbifbops Mitres rifing from a ducal Coronet. “B09 


Mr. Urnsan, : ’ , ' 
AS I was looking over your Magazine for July, 1775, I met, in p. 327, witha letter 
from one of your conftant readers, figned Q, wherein he~defires to be informed, 
by ** Mr. Row, or any of your antiquarian corre/pondents, when the Mitre in the arms 
[he fhould have faid ever the arms} of our archbifhops was firft placed in a ducaJ 
coronet? in which it now differs from thofe of our bifhops.” Mr. Row, whole judg- 
ment in matters of antiquity I am not unacquainted with, having either overlooked 
the requeft, or declined furnifhing the defired information, I offer you the following 
obfervations on the fubje&t, which may perhaps fatisfy the enquiries of your intelli- 
gent correfpondent, who rightly obferves that ‘ the prefent dittinétion of the mitres 
feeins to be of modern introduétion, fince not only thofe on the tombs of the old pr-- 
lates in Canterbury cathedral, but thofe of fome fince the Reformation in the windows 

of *that church, have it not.” : 

The plain Mitre, No. I. I copied from the efligy of Simon Langham, Archbifhop of 
Canterbury, on his tomb in $t.°Benediét’s chapel, Weftminiter Abbey. He died 
1376. 
The Mitre No. II. is placed over the arms of Dr. Thomas Cranmer, Archbifhop of 
Canterbury, in Thornton's Antiquities of Nottinghamfhire, printed in London 1677. 
Every one knows this prelate fuffered martyrdom for his attachment to the Proteftant 
religion, March 21, 1556, at Oxford. No. HI. is the form of the mitre placed over 
the arms of Archbifhop Juxon in the great bow window of Gray’s-Inn Hall, London: 
it is dated M,DC,LX.* He was feledted by K. Charles I. to attend him on the Scaf= 
fold, was promoted to the {ce of Canterbury by XK. Charles II. died in 1663, and was 
fucceeded by Dr. Gilbert Sheldon in the archbifhoprick, whofe arms with a mitre of 
the like form was put up in the fame window of Gray’s-Inn Hall, with the date 
M,DC,LXUI. underneath +. In another compartment of the fame window were the 
arms of Dr, John Williams, then Bifhop of Lincoln, and Lord-keeper of the Great Seal 
to K. ames 1. with a mitre of the very fame form, and ornamented in the very fame 
manner, as thafe of the two archbifhops laft mentioned [. We may depend upon the 
form and fafhion of thefe mitres being juftly reprefented, as the draughts of thera were 
made by the learned, accurate, and indefatigable Sir William Dugdale, at that time Nor- 
roy, and afterwards Garter, King of Arms. 

‘The Mitre No. IV. I efteem a great curiofity, it being the firft inftance I have met 
with of a /pecific differenee between the mitre of an archbifhop and that of a.bifhop ; 
it is placed over the arms of Dr. Gilbert Sheldon, the Archbifhop of Canterbury laft 
mentioned, by that very able and judicious herald Francis Sandford, Lancalter Herald 
of Arms,.in his dedication of his. fine print of the chapel and monument of K. 
Henry VII.°to him, etched by the famous W. Hollar, 16554. It is obftrvable, that 
the mitre rifes from ‘a coronet compofed of the-Circu/us Aureus, heightened up with 
pyramidical points or rays, on the top of each of which is a pearl. "Fhis coronet (the 
pearls only being omit-ed) has fometimes been called an eaftern, and fometimes a ca@le/= 
tiat crown, and been appropriated to Princes and Emperors on their apotheofs. This 
eattern or c@lejiial crown, for what reafon I know not, was, not many years after, 
changed for a Marquis’s ccronet! as-will appear from the Mitre No. V. which is the 
exact form of that placed over the effigies of Archbifhop Sancroft, about the time of 





* Dugdale's Origines Juridiciales, 2d edit. folio. In the Savoy printed 1671, page 303. 

4 Ibid. 

¢ Ibid. page 302. His arms are impaled between thofe of the fee of Lincoln on the dex 
ter, and thofe appertaining to the office of Lord-keeper on the /fini/ter fide of the efcutcheon ; 
and it is further remarkable, that, in the infcription over it, he, as well asthe Archbithops, is 
Styled divina providentia, The infcription follows: ‘¢ Johannes, d'vina providentia, Epifcopus 
Lincolnienfis, Dominus Cuftos magni Sigilli Angliz admiffus eft 12mo dic Augufli, A. 1621.°” 
Under the arms of the Bifhop of Winchefter, in the fame window, is this infcription: ‘* Infignia 
Venerabilis in Chrifto Patris Georgii, divina providentia, Wintonienfis Epifcopi.” This 
ftyle was fometime after reftrained to Archbifhops only. Thus,M. Carter, in his Analyfis of 
Honor and Armory, 3d edit. London 1673, tells us, p. 125, that the Archbifhop writes him- 
Seif divina providentia, but other Bithops divina permifione. 

§ F. Sandford’s Genealogical Hiftory of the Kings of England, &c. In the Savoy printed 
1677, folio, p. 442. 

Inthe dedication of his plate of K. William II’s monument, p.23, Mr. Sandford ufes the fol- 
lowing 7 in addrefling the then Bithop of Winchefter, the fame whofe arms were mentioned 


in the laft note as being in the great window of Grays-Inn Hall, viz. ‘* Reverendo in Chrifte 
Patri GeorGio Permifione Divina Epifcopo WINTONIENS1,” Kc, 
Gent. Mac. May, 1778. the; 
2 
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210 Mitres of Bifhops and Archbifhops. 
the Revolution, in R. White's print of the Archbithop, and the fix Bifhops his colleagues 
(over each of whom is,a plain mitre only), who were committed to the Tower for not 
ordering K. James IId’s declaration for liberty of confcience to be read in their refpec- 
tive diocefes.—The fame R. White places a mitre of the fame form over the arms ef 
Dr. John Tillotfon, the immediate fucceffor of the deprived Archbifhop Sancroft in 
the fee of Canterbury, in a print of him prefixed to a folio volume of his fermons |]. 

The Mitre No. VI, rifing from a ducal cornet, was ufed by Dr. William Wake, 
Archbifhop of Canterbury, and Dr, Lancelot Blackburn, Archbifhop of York, about 

“4730 F, and ornaments the arms of the two worthy and illuftrious prelates who now 
fill thofe fees. 

In Houbraken’s valuable collc&ion of the heads of illuftrious perfons, we find a va- 
riety of antique mitres whimfically formed, introduced as embellifhments to the por- 
traits of the archbifhops and bifhops, but without any diftinguifhing marks between 
thofe of the two orders: nor have I ever heard of any warrant or order being iffued to 
afcertain and fix the forms of the mitres, as was done in the cafe of the coronets to be 
tufed by all the Princes of the blood royal by K. Charles I]. the 13th year of his reign ; 
a copy of which warrant may be feen in Sandford, p. 562, in. w. 

Market-Harborough, March 340, 1778. Row.LanpD Rowse. 





| To the ninth volume of the Oétavo edition of Archbifhop Tillotfon’s Sermons, printed 
§n London 17¢1, entitled, ‘* Several Difcourfes of Death and Judgment and a Future State, Ge.” & 
3s prefixed a print of the Archbifhop, with his arms under it, engraved by R. White above- 
mentioned, over which is a mitre in no wife diftinguified from that of a Bilhop, and nearly 
yefembling that marked No. IT. 
’ + Britifh Compendium, London, 1731,24mo. Part IJ. pp. 82 and 58, The Archbifhops being 
addrefled with the title of Grace might give them the hint of raifing their mitres from a 
@ucal coronet. 





Mr. Urran, ; a that dces honour to ovr language, to 
AN anonymous foreign critic* having which its learned author has condetcend- 
** lately made a very illiberal attack on ed to give a full reply in 60 oStavo pages, 
the Axalylis of aacient Mythology, awovk by way of a “ farther illuftration of his 
~* Tn the Bibhoibeca Critica, pudlihea at fyfem,” your readers, I doubt not, will 
Amflerdam, be glad of fome account of it, elpecially 

. as 














7 





Mr. Bryant's Reply to the Dutchi Reviews. 


gs, though printed, it is not to be pur- 
chafed, Mr. Bryant having prefented it 
only to his principal acquaintance. The 
ftrigtures of this Dutch reviewer are chief. 


ly confined to what is faid on etymology, . 


though the fyftem of the Azalyfs, how 
much foever illuftrated by it, ftands quite 
independent, and is fupported by far other 
principles ; and for his tranfgreffions on 
this fubject Mr. B. is accufed of ‘ blind- 
nefs, temerity, and ignorance :” with how 
little foundation any one will fee who 
compares the charge with thedefence. In 
particular, favourable as this fyftem moft 
certainly is to religion, its prejudiced op- 
ponent fets out with comparing it to that 
of Epicurus, finding, or rather inventing, 
a refemblance between his atoms and ele- 
ments, and thofe from which Mr. B. has 
endeavoured to torm (he fays) an hiftory 
of nations—thus jumbling (as it were) 
compofition and analyfis. Epicurus, in- 
deed, pretended to compound matter, but 
Mr. B. frames nothing, finding his fub. 
je&t ready compofed. This part of his 
plan the Batavian is pleafed to think ‘rath, 
abfurd, and dangerous.” Yet are not 
moft of the names of regions and cities 
of modern date, compofed of particular 
terms, which, without difficulty or dan- 
ger, may be reduced to their original prin« 
ciples? The like obtained among places 
of old, and of thofe elements which coms 
pofed them Mr. B. has given a fyllabus, 
obvious and intelligible; and the number 
amounts not to fifty, though his adver- 
fary ftyles them ingentem wvims a prodt- 
gious affemblage, and makes them nearly 
infinite by comparing them to the Epicu- 
rean atoms. ‘* Upon thefe (he adds) 
Mr. B. has formed an hiftory of ancient 
nations :” yet the words here quoted 
fhew, that at moft he undertook the ori- 
gin, and not the hiftory. Propofitum no- 
bis eft tnjantiam atque incunabula gentium 
prodere, p. 55- Yet thefe are not fairly 
quoted, the true paflage being as follows s 
“Tt is my purpofe to give an account 
of the firft ages ; and of the great events 
which happened in the infancy of the 
world ;*'—not a word of the bifery of an- 
cient nations, nor of nations at all. Of 
the account, which follows, of the firft 
part of the Analyfs, its author juftly 
complains for want of fairnefs and can- 
dour, his fentiments being given in a tu- 
multuary manner, without order and ar- 
rangement, and deftitute of the numerous 
evidences which originally accompanied 
them, and, in fome inftances, this critic 
is evidently conviéted of falfehood. Thus 
he acenfes our author of having tranf- 
planted the people of Ammonia Libyea 5 


aft 
of placing them in Afia; and raifing thet 
to an unwarrantable degree of glory +3 
though, in fact, he has not mentioned this 
people, much lefs removed them to other 
parts, or fpoken of their elevation and dig+ 
nity 3 the family of whom he {peaks cone 
fifting, colleétively, of the fons of Hang 
or Amon, as they rather ftyled him, and 
therefore being termed Amonians. Thro* 
the wilds of etymology, or verbal criti- 
cifm, I cannot pretend here to join in the 
purfuit ; but though we have our critic’s 
word that Mr. B. 1s but partially informs 
ed, and totally unacquainted with the ge 
nius of the Greek and Roman languagesy 
this pamphlet will fhew, if other proofs 
were wanting, that the author of the 4= 
nalyfis has conclufive reafons to warrant 
his departing from thofe ftri& grammati-~ 
cal rules é6f Grecian etymology, which 
his adverfary thinks fhould be invariably 
followed, as thefe rules are here proved to 
be arbitrary, uncertain, and often falfe. 
I fhall only fay, that the learning and 
acutenefs here difplayed are fuch as might 
be expected from the writer; to which E 
mutt add, his treatment of the critic is very 
different from the undue feverity and the 
mifplaced contempt he has received. After 
detecting many miftakes ard mifreprefen 
tations, Mr. B. thus concludes: ** And 
here I will do fo far juftice to my adver= 
fary, as to believe that he did not mifres 
prefent me wilfully. I cannot be induced 
to think that he was capable of fo black 
a deed. Thefe miftakes were, undoubted« 
ly, owing to his not being fufficiently 
matter of the language in which my fens 
timents are expreffed. I think I can 
perceive this in fome other inftances. Yety 
after all, he fhould have been more tem< 
perate and cautious in what he has ad« 
vanced 3 and not have endeavoured to 
ruin a work, with the language and purs 
port of which he was not duly acquainte 
ed: a work, too, which he acknowledges 
to be of fo great confequence; that, if it 
were in any degree completed, the author 
would deferve of hiftory quantum vix 
omnes iiy qui unquam apud antiquos et bo= 
diernos in ea memoria prodenda operarn 
pofuerunt fuam.... He acknowledges that 
my work has been approved and coms 
mended by many learned men: librum ab 
hominibus dois non paucis laudatum pro 
batumque. But, it feems, there are cthers 
of more fenfe, and of greater learning, 
who fee things in a different light; and 





+ Regionem gentemgue Ammoniam Libya nas 
vimus : eam vero in Afiam induxit, et ad tane 
tam dignitatem evexit nemo ante Bryantium, 


_— | hold 





se 


Dae ie tS 


5 end 


Fi Bn 


ees 









<2E2 


hold the author in fovereign contempt— 
dofioribus tamen nugari videtur. Of 
whom this felecét body may be compofed 
is uncertain. I with it were my fortune 
to be known to them: they would form 
a more favourable opinion both of my 
: principles and praétice.” 

Annexed to this is ‘¢an Apology, in 
46 pages,” (by the fame,) ‘ to John Ri- 
chardfon, Efq; of the Middle Temple, 
-and of Wadham college, Oxford.” ‘This 
gentleman, who is by no means a dry and 
dull grammarian, nor a rigid obferver of 
logic, has been induced to think f that Mr. 

«B. in his firtt volume, has fpoken irreverent- 
ly of the Perfic and Arabic Janguages, 
for which Mr. R. has jultly a great efteem. 
Yet -he allows him ‘ Jearming, penetra- 
- tion, judgment ;”” much-“ informing light 
—fingular knowledge in the Greek and 
Roman literature and uncommon abi- 
lities.”” His great miftake, it feems, confitts 
*¢in his condemning what he did not un- 
derftand, and in attacking a province 
which Mr. R. thought it his duty to de- 
fend ;* in fhort, * in having difputed the 
utility of the Perfian and Arabic lan- 
guages.” ‘The unfortunate lines which 
occafioned thefe animadverfions are found 
with fome difficulty, being thruft into the 
notes, and are as follows: ‘* In our pro- 
grefs to obtain this knowledge [of ancient 
Mythology] we mutt have recourfe to the 
writers of Greece. It is in vain to talk 
about Arabian and Perfian literature of 
modern date.” This is the offence; and 
from this the critic infers that Mr. B. 
.£¢ difputed the utility of thefe languages ;” 
that he has ‘* condemned them,” and 
raifed ‘¢ prejudices” againft them. Yet, 
whatever he may think of thefe languages, 
all he has furmifed‘is, that they are not of 
fo great antiquity as the Grecian; and 
that the amodern Perfic cannot fo furely 
lead us to the cognizance of ancient facts, 
as the early Greek :—a mittake, if it be 
one, in which ninety-nine out of an hun- 
dred will join with him. Fucgetting, 
however, his promifed defence of thefe 
injured languages, this warm Orientalift 
deviates into an attack on the Avalyfs in 
general, and, ‘ Firft, he fays, Mr. B. 
wants to eftablifh the univerfality of the 
deluge from Gentile authorities!" Anfw. 
‘This hittory is founded on the authority 
ot th -fcriptures, which are quoted at large. 
By Gentile evidence it is iiluitrated and 
confirmed. <¢ Secondly, the migration of 
the Cuthites after the Babel difperfion.” 





¢\In his, * Diflertation on the Languages, 
Jiserature, and Manness,of Eaitern Na- 
tions.” 
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Anfw. The Cuthites were the very peor 
ple of the difperfion, and the migration 
was a different event, antecedent to the 
other, which Mr. R. makes fubfequent. 
Nor fhould the title of Amonians have 
been limited to the Cuthites, who were 
one branch. only, when it related to the 
whole family or offspring of Amon, the 
fame as Ham. The third point into which 
Mr. R. divides the Analfs, confifts of 
the ** Arkite rites,” with the ‘* worfhip of 
fire.” And as to the deluge, he obferves, 
‘6 that the departing from the facred 
writings to prove the deftruétion of man- 
kind by Pagan authorities, feems firft to 
fhake to the foundations the venerable fa- 
brick, and then to prop it with a bull- 
ruth.” Anfw. Mr. B. never departs 
from the feriptures; but he ftill thinks 
that they may be illuftrated and fupported 
by other writers: nor can the concluding 
aphorifim be deemed felf-evident, that the 
ufing of foreign authorities is ‘* prop- 
ping with a bull-ruhh.” At length, dif- 
carding the fables of Greece, Egypt, &c. 
and the conformity endeavoured to be 
eftablithed between them and the early 
hittory of the Hebrews, and rejeéting the 
fragments of Berofus, Abydenus, Sancho- 
niothon, &c. as fo many idle fables (which 
** prove at laft precifely nothing), the 
‘¢ profane materials in {upport of icrip- 
ture” are here recommended to be drawn 
‘¢ from mountainous diltricts, and from 
countries far removed from the poffibility 
of natural inundations ; from Hindoftan, 
and other quarters of the world, where 
they pofitively refufe to believe the impor- 
tant era,” rather than “ from Egypt and 
Chaldea.” Anfw. The people in Hin- 
‘doftan do not believe this event. Why ? 
Becaufe they have no precife and authentic 
traditions about it. Of what then would 
their teftimonices, their negative teltimonies, 
be conclufive? This is rating difbelief, 
or ignorance, rather too high. As to the 
fad, and the era of it, they are by no 
means fynonimous. The event may be 
certain, yet the date of it doubtful. In 
regard to ancient writers, who can read in 
Berofus of a juft perfon warned by God 
of a deluge, and ordered to build a large 
ark, or float, with all the circumftances of 
the birds, &c. without thinking it very 
fimilar to the defcription given by Mofes? 
‘¢ But fome of thefe Arkites came after- 
wards to Babylonia, and Babylonia is a 


, flat.” The hiltory of the Egyptian Ofiris, 


with his corn and wine, his ark, &c. 
co‘ncides alfo with that of Noah. ‘Tho’ 
‘© Egypt too isa flat, and liable to inun- 
dations.” But be it remembered, that 


tac hiltory ef the deluge originated in Ar- 
menia, 














Anecdotes of Ms. de Voltaire “continued, 


fenias and about Ararat; which ,is!as 
high ground as any about Delly or Lahor 
—if truth dependedupon fituation*. Tho’ 
I cannot attend Mr, R. much farther, I 
mutt obferve, that he charges Mr. B. with 
having ** created.a people to fill up every 
chafm of high antiquity,” and ftyles his 
*¢ gleanings from profane tradition, proofs 
a@ prinri.” Yet this wonderful people, the 
Cuthites, or fons of Chus, occur both in 
the fcriptures and profane authors, parti- 
cularly as. A&thiopians, Xu AsQsoip, in 
Homer, Herodotus, &c. The critic de- 
nies alfotheir difperfion ; though that, if 
they did not exift, is needlefs. ‘* The 
facred writings,” fays he, ‘ afford no 
light to trace the wanderings of. this extra- 
ordinary family.” Yet Mofes fays, that 
Chus begat. Nimrod, who built Babel, and 
that the builders of Babel, the friends and 
affociates of Nimrod, were “ fcattered over 
the face of the whole earth.” . Gen. xi. 9» 
There are traces of them alfo in other 
hiftories. But this deduction ‘from. paft 
events, is an argument @ priori.”"—Your 
limits; Mr: Urban, will not allow me to 
enlarge farther: I fhall therefore only 
add, that feveral other hyper-criticifins 
are here obyiated with the fame precifion, 
and Mr. R.’s talent for the marycllous is 
exemplified by fome of his Perfian or Ara- 
bian ttories. Allowing (as he does) that 
Mr. B. “ goes to a higher origin tor his 
etymologies than the Greek,” it follows 
that “ the modern Perfic and Arabic” 
could not affit him ;.and, after indulging 
a vein of pleafantry which one would not 
have expected from the author of the Ana- 
hist, he adds a ferious expoftulation to 





* <* | fhould imagine, fays Mr. B. in refpect 
to the prefent qucflion, that there was as 
much truth on the grottnd-floor as in the 
garret, inthe vale of E/her as upon Teneriffe,” 
Q. Should not this have been Evefham ? 

+ Of Mr. Bryant’s humour the following 
may ferve as a fpecimen. Mr. Richardfon 
tells this curious ftory: ‘* An enyoy from a 
feudatory ft:te having been fent to the Tob- 
ba [of Arabia}, when he was introduced, that 
Prince pronounced the word T’heb; which 
in the Hemyaret implied Be feated : unhap- 
pily it fignified Precipitate yourfelf, in the 
native dialeé&t of the ambaflador ; who, with 
a fingular deference for the orders of his So- 
vercion, threw himfelf inftantly from the 
caftle-wall, and perifhed.” This ftory Mr. 
B. illuftrates by another, of an envoy alfo, 
in the reign of Queen Elizabeth, who was 
infirm and gouty, and troubled with a pain- 
ful retention. ‘* He was (fays the MS.) a 
very aged and coftive lord; and fo marred 
in his knees and ancles with the gout, that he 
could fearce ftand. One day, when he was 
in privy chamber, the Quoen’s Majeltic, not- 
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Mr. R. for endeavouring -to ruin.a.work 
of much ftudy, and great labour, which 
there is reafon to think he never read 
through, or, if he did, which he has but 
partially noticed, and little underftood. 


Anecdotes of M. de VOLTAIRE. 
Continued from p. 152. 

AS the different lodges of Free Mafons 

had fent deputies from their bodies to 
compliment M. de V. on: his arrival in 
Paris, and he had anfwered them, that 
‘© he was a prophane man, who had not as 
yet feen the light,”* the Marq, de Villette, 
who is himfelf a mafon, prevailed on the 
O@ogenarian to confent to be initiated in 
the arcava.of the profefion: he.has been 
accordingly received in the lodge of the 
Nine Sifiers, where, he wag told, there was 
an Apollo wanting. Theré were upwards 
of 190 members prefent, feveral of whom 
were celebrated poets and muficians. 
Among other verfes addreffed. to him on 
the occafion, M. dela Dixmerie: prefented 
to him; the following : 

Au feul nom-de Villufire frere 

. Tout Mascon triomphe aujourdbui; 

Sil recoit de nous la lumiere, 

Lz monde la regoit de lui. 

‘The ceremony of his reception, during 
which M. de Lolande was prefident, con- 
cluded, according to cuftom, with a fplen- 
did entertainment ; but as M. de Voltaire 
is under a régimén, and that they might 
pot be deprived of his company at table, 
the brothers permitted him to have his din- 
ner brought from Villette-Houfe. ‘Thofe 
who take pleafure in obferving the various 
revolutions of human affairs, will’ think 
it a curious circumttance, that the lodge 
of the Nine Sifters is held af a‘houfe which 
formerly belonged to the Jefuits; and was 
dettined for the reception of their novices. 

The fracas between the two princes of 
the blood (mentioned p. 149), is faid to 
be owing to the following circumftance: 
The Count d’Artois being ata mafque- 
rade with a lady leaning on his arm, who 
had been one of the jadies of the bed- 
chamber to the Dutchefs of Bourbon; that 





ing his infirmities, fayd unto him: ‘ Good 
my Lord, I wift that you could procure your- 
felf a ftool.’ He, not truly apprehending her 
Grace's. meaning, through default of lan- 
guage, but thinking of his private malady, 
went incontinent home; and took fo many 
laxatives, enemas, and cathartics, that he 
was well nigh killed. And though they gave 
him hippocrafs, and many cordial apozems, 
yet from Alihallowtide to Saint Swithin, his 
bowels were like a bladder. Nor did they 
recover themfcives in a year, they were fo 
angered and aggricyed.” 

Princefs, 








214 Anevdores of the late Dauphin of Francé. 


Princefs, iti order to difcover her gallant, 
drew "back his Highnefs’s mafk. This 
the Count’ refenting, either wrung the 
Dutchefs’s nofe, or gave her a flap on the 
face, which threw the whole Court into 
confufion., Fatal confequences were ap- 
prehended.- ‘And at length a.rencontre or 
duel enfuedi between the Count and the 
Duke-of Bourbon, on March 16, in pre- 
fence of feveral noblemen of -high rank, 
in which the Duke, being the beft fwordf- 
man, had manifeftly the advantage, but 
only flightly wounded the Count, the 
feconds interpofing. “A reconciliation was 
the confequence: his R. H. immediately 
wrote the letter to the King, his brother, 
which we have already inferted, and the 
fame evening all the Princes appeared at 
the tragedy of Irene, as there related. 

Inva vifit which M. de V. lately made 
to Madame de Luxembourg, that virtuous 
lady, after deptoring the calamities which 
the'belligerent powers ufually experience, 
faid, «jt was much to be withed that 
France and England would attend to their 
real interefts, and, ceafing:to regard. each 
other as rival nations and’enemies, would 
conclude, bond fide, a perpetual treaty of 
peace.” ‘* Madam,” replied V. pointing 
to the fword of M. de Broglio, who was 
prefent, “¢ that is the pen with which the 
treaty muft be figned.”” 


AnecpoTes of the late Dauphin, Fether of 
‘ Lewis XVI. 
H's governor, on occafion of a: feaft 
whieh was given at Verfailles for the 
dbirth of @ prince, faid that he did not un- 
derttand how Ahafuerus could fupport the 
fatigue ‘of: the entertainments which he 
gave to the grandecs of his kingdom for 
a8o days; ** And I,” replied the Dau- 
phin, * cannot tell how he could fupport 
the expence ; and I prefume that this fix 
months feafting at court was expiated by 
a folemn faft in his provinces.”” Another 


_ time he faid to the Spanifh Ambaflador, 


«¢ Before a prince can tafte an unfullied 
joy. at a feaft, he fhould be able to invite 
the whole nation, or at leaft to fay, as he 
fits down to table, ‘* None of my fub- 
je&ts thald go to bed this night withouta 
“fupper.”” 

One day, after ftudying, with the Abbé 


‘de St. Cyr, M. de Mareft’s traé&t on the 


Union of Church and ftate, “ Alas! my 
dear Abbé,” he exclaimed, ‘* what pains 
are neceflary to make men unite togethér ! 
A fhepherd, with a crook in his hand, 
puts ali his people in motion by a whiftle ; 
two dogs are his only minifters; they 
fometimes bark, but icarce ever bite; and 
all is in peace.” 


Havitig ofice the misfortutie, a$ he wa 
fhooting, accidentally to kill one of his 
equerries, this good Prince could not be 
comforted for having thus innocently killed 
aman. *¢ Say what you will,” he cried, ‘‘ the 
poor man is dead, and dead by my hand. 
No—I thal! never forgive myfelf.” And 
again: «TI {till fee the place where this 
fhocking fcene happened; I ftill hear the 
cries of the poor wretch; every moment, 
methinks, I fee him ftretching out to me 
his bloody arms, and faying, “¢ What in- 
jury have I done you, that you fhould 
take away my life ?”’ I fee, methinks, his 
weeping wife, who aftks, * Why have you 
made me a widow?” and his children, 
who cry, ‘* Why have you made us or- 
phans?"" Thefe diftra&ting ideas purfue 
me every where, and reflection ferves on- 
ly to convince me more and more that 
they aré not chimeras.” ‘It is needlefs to 
add, that the Dauphin was all the reft of 
his life the benefaétor of that unhappy fa- 
mily : and he never hunted again, 

On fome public occafion, having dan- 
ced with his fifter, the Princefs Henrietta, 
he was complimented on the eafy and 
graceful manner in which he timed his 
fteps. A man, to whole character a pa- 
negyric'on dancing was very unfuitable, 
thought proper to join in the flattery, 
This was not the way to ingratiate him- 
felf with the Dauphin; he therefore re- 
turned the compliment fo ironically, as 
to convince him of the little eftecem in 
which he held it. ‘ Yes, yes,” faid he, 
jocofely, “* a dance: performed with dcli- 
cacy, and according to the rules of art, 
has its merit; but*to render the ceremony 
{till more majeftic, when a Dauphin dances, 
a Bithop fhould fiddle.” 

The Dauphinefs was the daughter of 
the Prince * who had fupplanted the 
Queen’s father ¢ in the crown of Poland. 
Her fituation, therefore, at the court of 
‘France, was peculiarly difficult. The deli- 
cacy of her contu& and fentiments may 
be deduced from the following circum- 
ftance. The third day after her marriage 
fhe was to wear, according to culftom, t 
picture of the King her father in a brace- 
let. Though very fincere promifes had 
been made on both fides, to forget, for- 
ever, the difputes of the two courts, it is 
eafy to imagine what the daughter of K. 
Staniflaus mult feel at feeing the portrait 
of Auguftus worn, as in triumph, in the 
palace of Verfailles. Some part of the 
day had paffed before any one ventured to 
look at this bracelet, which had fomething 
more brilliant than thofe of the preceding 
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days. The Queen was the firft who men- 
tioned it: ** So, daughter,” faid fhe to her, 
*‘this is the pi€ture of the King your 
father?” ** Yes, Mamma,” replied the 


Dauphinefs, prefenting her arm, “fee how . 


like itis!” It was the piéture of Stani- 
flaus. This ftroke was admired and ap- 
plauded by the whole court; the Queen 
was highly fenfible of it; and expreffed 
her fatisfaétion to the young Princefs, who 
became mere dear to her every day. 

The above are extraéted from thé Life 
of the Dauphin, compiled by the Abbé 
Proyart, from the Memoirs of that ex- 
cellent Prince, collected by the Abbé Sol- 
dini, confeffor to the King and the late 
Dauphin, under the eye, and by the or- 
ders, of the late Dauphinefs. Among 
them are many extraéts of works written 
by them both. It is divided into fix books, 
In the Ift his Royal Highnefs is condué- 
ed from his birth to his marriage with the 
Princefs Maria Jofepha, of Saxony }. The 
IId relates the good qualities and virtues 
of the Prince. The IfId acquaints us 
with his heart, and the virtues of the man. 
The IVth with his foul and the virtues 
of the chriftian. The circumftances at- 
tending his laft illnefs, and death, are the 
fubje&t of the Vth. We are there told, 
that Marfhal Richelieu was heard to fay 
aloud, ‘* No, nothing but religion can 
infpire fo much courage.”* The Vith book 
is dedicated entirely to the late Dauphi- 
ne{s, and is filled with her virtues, her 
talents, and affiiétions. The flight of her 
father, the Eleétor of Saxony, when dri- 
yen out of his dominions by the King of 
Pruffia, the captivity of her mother, the 
diftreffes of two of her brothers deprived 
of their eftates, the death of that be- 
loved father who had occafioned her fo 
much anxiety, the lofs of her fon, the 
Duke of Burgundy, of whom fuch ex- 
pectations had been formed, the long and 
fevere illnefs of the Dauphin, the fatal 
events that fucceeded, the death of the 
Queen, and that of King Staniflaus ; 
thefe were the repeated ftrokes which fuc- 
ceflively pierced the too fenfible heart of 
this virtuous princefs, on the higheft ftep 
of one of the firft thrones in the world. 

This amiable Dauphin, who, inftead of 
being (as has been thought) a mere for- 
mal devotee, ftudied (as appears from his 
writings) the good of his people, and 
thofe great principles which ought to be 
the bafis of all governments, died at Fon- 
tainbleau, December 20, 1765, aged 36. 
‘The Dauphinefs died March 12, 1767, 
aged 35. 

¢ The Dauphin had before been married to 
the Infanta of Spain, 1745. 
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Difcoveries on the. Sexes of Bees, explaining the 
Manner in which their Species is propagated. 
By Mr. John Debraw, Apothecary to Adden- 
brooke’s Hofpital, at Cambridge. From the 
Philofophical Tranfaétions, Vol. XLVII. 

Part I. 

THE fubftance of this memoir, at the 

requeft of feveral correfpondents, and 
particularly to fatisfy the doubts of one 
who defires to communicate his thoughts 
on the fame fubjeét, is here prefented to 
the public; and that nothing #eqw may be 
omitted or mifreprefented, we fhall give 
the experiments of Mr. Debraw, and the 
conjeciures of our correfpondent, in their 
own words, the former by way of text, 
the latter by way of notes. 

The mode of propagating the fpecies of 
bees, Mr. Debraw fays, has baffled the in- 
genuity of ages in their attempts to difco- 
ver it, and in this he is joined by our cor- 
refpondent *, who, notwithftanding, widely 
differs from him in opinion, that bees, like 
fithes, are propagated by impregnation, 
Mr. Debraw is aware that this new dodtrine, 
‘in order to eftablifh it, requires every 
fan&tion that various experiments, fuccéfs- 
fully repeated, can poffibly give it; and 
from the refult of fuch experiments, which 
carry with them an entire evidence, he 
takes upon him to affert, that bees belong 
to that clafs of animals among which, 
although they have fexes, a true copulation 
cannot be proved; and that their ova, 
like the fpawn of fifhes, mof probably 
owe their fecundation to an impregnation 
from the males.” Mr. Debraw is pleafed 
that his opinion is not fingular, but that 
Miraldi, in his Obferwations upon Bees, 
had fuch a notion. 

Mr. Debraw, before he proceeds to the 
relation of his own experiments, gives the 
outlines of the opinions adopted by the 
moft celebrated naturalifts with refpe& to 
the matter in queftion. 

«« They affert, he fays, that the Queen 
is the only female in the hive, and the 
mother of the next generation; that the 
Drones are the males by which fhe is fe~ 
cundated; and that the working bees, or 
the bees that collect the wax, that knead 
it, and form from it the combs and cells, 
which they afterwards fill with honey, are 
of neither fex.” 

s¢ But, continues he, the late Mr. Schi+ 
rarch, a German naturalift, has given us 
a very different view of the claffes that 
conftitute the republic of bees, in an in- 





* He apprehends it indifputable that com- 
mon bees are bred from the copulation of the 
Drones and the Sovereign; but which of thefe 
is male, or which female, he docs not pretend 
to decide, 

genious 
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genious publication, in his own language, 


under the title of ** The Natura! Hiffory of 


the Queen of the Bees; from which the 
author's dpctrine with regard to the work- 
ing bees only is tranfcribed by Mr. De- 
braw. He (Schirarch] affirms, that ‘¢ all 
the common bees are females in difguife, 
in which the organs that diftinguifh the 
fex, and particularly the ovaria, are ob- 
literated, or at leaft, thro’ their exceffive 
minutenefs, have not yet been obferved ; 
that every one of thofe bees, in the earlier 
period of its exiftence, is capable of be- 
coming a Queen-bee, if the whole com- 
munity fhould think proper to nurfe it in 
a particular manner+, and raife it to that 
rank. In fhort, that the Queen-bee lays 
only two kinds of eggs; namely, thofe 
that are to produce the Drones, and thofe 
from which the working-bees are to pro- 
ceed.” 

This Mr. Debraw acknowledges to be 
exa&ly his opinion with refpett to the 
common bees; and chance, he fays, be- 
friended him in the difcovery of the ufe of 
the Drones. It was in the {pring of 1770 
that he was enabled to confirm what Mi- 
raldi had only conjectured, namely, the 
impregnation of the eggs by the males, 
and that he was made acquainted with 
the difference of fize in the Drones or 
males obferved by Miraldi, and by him 
inferted in the Hiftory of the Royal Aca- 
demy of Sciences for 17123 in which 
memoir he takes notice of a great number 
of Drones which did’ not exceed the fize 
of common bees, and which no doubt 
pafied for common bees, when naturalifts 
were yet ignorant that any fuch {mall 
Drones were exifting. 





+ Our correfpondent’s opinion is, that the 
Sovereign, which Swammerdam calls the Fe- 
male, Reawmur the Mother-bee, other writers 
the Qucen-bee, and ancient authors the King, 
is produced from a common bee, not by co- 
pulation, but by a transformation or change 
very common to infects, fomething in the 
manner as a caterpillar is transformed into a 
butterfly; and this change he conceives to he 
performed thus: ‘* The common bee being 
ef the proper age (about a year), and finding 
in itfelf, by inftinét, an aptitude for its change, 
fixes itfelf in a cell made by the bees for 
producing of Sovereigns, is there fupplied with 
the neceflary aliment, is fealed up by the other 
bees, and there fuffers a temporary death, 
transformation, or diffolution; and, when 
ready to rife again mature, eats its way thro’ 
the covering, and emerges from its grave 
a new creature of a more perfect form, ‘and 
in a fuperior ftate, having now changed into 
a Sovereign, and acquired a power of propa- 
gating its fpecies, is fit to head a fwarm, and 
to roniinue the brecd.”” 


Reaumur likewife difcovered Drones that 
were no bigger than common bees, tho* 
they have efeaped the obfervation of Schi- 
rarch and his friend Mr. Hattorff, Mem- 
ber of the Academy of Lufatia, who, in a 
memoir he prefented in 1769, annihilates 
the ufe of Drones in a hive, and advances 
this fingular opinion, “ that the Queen~ 
bee lays eggs, which produce young bees, 
without having any communication with 
the Drones.”’ If that were true, for what 
purpofe has wife Nature furnithed thefe 
Drones with all thofe organs fo well de- 
{cribed by Reaumur and Miraldi? Mr. 
Debraw, therefore, with good reafon, ex- 
plodes that notion, and proceeds with his 
experiments, as follow: ; 

“ T had, fays he, with indefatigable at- 
tention, watched my glafs-hives from the 
moment the bees, among which I had 


taken care to leave a large number of 


Drones, were put into them, to the time 
of the Queen laying her eggs, which ge- 
nerally happens the 4th or 5th day. I ob 
ferved the firft or fecond day (always be- 
fore the 3d) from the time the eggs are 
placed in the cells, that a great number of 
bees, faltening themfelves to one another, 
hung down in the form of a curtain from 
the top to the bottom of the hive; an ope- 
ration which (if we may conjeéture at the 
infin&s of infects) feems contrived. ta 
hide what was tranfaéting: be that as it 
will, it anfwered the purpofe of informing 
me that fomething was going forward. 
In faét, I prefently after perceived feveral 
bees, the fize of which through this thick 
veil I could not rightly diftinguifh, in- 
ferting the pofterior part of their bodies 
each into a cell, and finking into it, where 
they continued but alittle while. After 
they had retired, I faw plainly a {mall 
quantity of a whitifh liquor left in the 
angle of the bafis of the cell, containing 
an egg; it was lefs liquid than honey, 
and had no {weet tafte. Within a day af- 
ter I found this Jiquor abforbed into the 
embrio, which on the 4th day it converted 
into a {mall worm, to which the working 
bees bring a little honey for nourifhment 
during the firft eight or ten days after its 
birth. After that time they ceafe to feed 
them; for they fhut up the cells, where 
thefe embrios continue enclofed for ten 
days more, during which time they un- 
dergo various changes too tedious here to 
defcribe.” 

To prove beyond a doubt that the eggs 
are fecundated by the males, Mr. Debraw 
left in a hive the Queen with only the 
common bees, to fee whether the egys the 
laid would be prolific; he did this by 
faking a fwarm imto a tub of water, an 
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feaving them till they were quite fenfelefs ; 
which gave him an opportunity to diftin- 
guifh the Drones without being ftung. He 
then recovered the working bees and their 
Queen from the ftate they were in, by 
fpreading them on brown paper in the fun, 
and repiaced them in a glats hive, where 
they foon began to work as ufual: the 

ueen laid eggs, and Mr. Debraw, lit- 
tle iinfpeéting them to be impregnated, 
ceafed to watch them; but at the end of 
20 days, to his great furprife, found fome 
eggs hatched, others withered away, and 
fevera! of them covered with honey. It 
was then that Mr. Debraw, upon a clofe 
examination, diicovered the difference in 
the fize of the males, and, by the help of 
a Doliond’s microfcope, ob{crved in this 
fmaller race the four cylindrical bodies 
which contain the glutinous liquor before 
taken notice of by Miraldi in the larger 
Drones. 

In his fubfequent experiments Mr. De- 
braw was more exact in deitroying the 
males, by preffing each when in their fenfe- 
lefs ftate, and, after killing every one that 
was without a fting, replaced the others 
with their Queen in a glafs hive, and on 
the ath or sth day had the pleafure of fee- 
ing the Queen-bee depofit her eggs ; but 
inftead of changing, as ufual, after the 
gth day, in the manner of caterpillars, 
he found them jnit as they vére depofited, 
except that fome of them were covered 
with honey; but, what was thought fin- 
gular on this occafion, all the bees on the 
sth day left their own hive, and were feen 
attempting to get into a neighbouring 
common hive, on the {tool of which Mr. 
Debraw found their Queen dead, having 
no doubt been flain in the engagement. 
Mr. Debraw attributes this event to the 
ftrong propenfity of thefe infects to perpe- 
tuate their {pecies, and their irrefiitible 
impulfe to regain the benefit of the males 
for that purpofe. 

Another experiment made by Mr. De- 
braw is convincing. He took the brood- 
comb that had not been impregnated, and 
divided it into two parts; one he placed 
under a glafs-bell, No. 1. with honey- 
comb for the bees food ; leaving a Queén, 
but no Drones, with the common bees he 
confined in it: the other he placed, in 
like manner, under a glafs-bell, No. 2. 
with a few Drones, a Queen, and a num- 
ber of common bees proportioned to the 
fize of the glafs. The reiult was, that in 
No. 1. no impregnation happened, and, on 
giving the bees their liberty on the 7th 
day, they ali flew away; whereas in the 
glafs, No. 2. the impregnation was perfect, 
and the bees did not leave their hive on 
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receiving their liberty ; on the contrary, 
in the courfe of ao days, every egg un- 
derwent all the neceflary changes, and 
formed a pretty numerous young colony, 
among which Mr. Debraw was not a little 
ftartled on finding two Queens. 

Fully fatisfied as to the-neceffity of im- 
pregaation, Mr. Debraw applied himfelf 
next to account for the uncommon phe- 
nomenon of two Queens; fuppofing it to 
happen either from two Queens. being left 
in the hive, or that the bees could by 
fome particular means of their own tran{- 
form a common fubject into a Queen. To 
arrive at a certainty in this point, he got 
four glafs hives blown flat, the better to 
examine what was going forward; ard 
having divided a large braod-comb into 
four parts, ke placed one piece in each 
hive, with eggs, worms, and nymphs, and 
food in proportion, and confined in each a 
fufficient number of common bees, with 
Drones, but no bs The bees, find- 
ing themfelves without 4 Queen, made a 
ftrange buzzing neife, which lafted near 
two days before they fettled and betook 
themfelves to work: on the ath Mr. De- 
braw perceived in each hive the beginnin 
of a royal cell, (a certain indication that 
one of the inclofed WORMS would foon be 
converted into a Queen,) which being 
nearly finifhed, he ventured to make an 
opening for the bees to get out, and found 
they returned as regularly as in common 
hives, and that at the end of 20 days they 
had in each hive a Queen among the young 
progeny. 

On relating the refult of this experiment 
to a member of the univerfity converfant 
in the natural hittory of bees, feveral ob; 
jeClions were made to a faét feemingly fo 
improbable, that the eggs deflined by Na- 
ture to produce neutral or common beeg 
fhonid be transformed into females or 
Queens: all which Mr. Debraw obviated 
by repeated experiments, and proved, be- 
yond a poffibility of doubt, that the work- 
ing bees are invefted with a power of raif- 
ing a common {fubjeét to the throne when 
the community ftands in. need of. a fove- 
reign; and that, accordingly, every WORM 
of the hive is capable, under certain cir- 
cumftances, of becoming the incther of a 
generation ; that it owes its metamorphofis 
partly to the extraordinary fize of the cell 
and its particular pofition in it, but prin- 
cipally to a certain nourifhment gppro- 
priated to the occafion, and carefully ad- 
miniflered to it by the working bees while 
in its WORM STATE; by which, and pol- 
fibly other means as yet unknown, the 
organs previoufly exifting in the embrios, 
it is effected, and thofe differences in its 
form 
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Form and fize are produced, which after- 
wards fo remarkably diftinguith the Queen 
from the common bees; from whence it 
Follows, that the geinerally- received opi- 
“hion, that the Queen lays a particular kind 
of eggs appropriated to the production of 
‘other Queens, is without foundation. 
'. Mr. Debraw concludes his experiments 
with expreffing his fatisfaétion at the fimi- 
Jarity of his difcoveries with thofe of the 
great German naturalift Schirarch, in 
proving the fex of bees, though they fo 
widely differ as to the ufe of the males. 
The ufe which Mr. Debraw would with 
the public to derive from his labours, is, 
to enable thofe who make an advantage 
of the produce of thefe infeéts to increafe 
their ftocks by artificial means,’ whereby 
the annual exportation of great fumis of 
money for wax may in time be prevented, 
* [Tho’ Mr. Debraw’s experiments feem 
to explode the notion of our corre{pondent 
refpecting the transformation of a com- 
mon bee already arrived to maturity into 
a Sovereign or Queen bee, yet there is no- 
thing more aftonithing in the transforma- 
tion of a bee already grown to maturity 
than in the transformation of a common 
bee in‘its worm-ftate, as in-either cafe the 
mature of thé infed is changed, in whatever 
way that change js preduced. 
‘There ftill remains, in our opinion, one 
gr two materiaj points in the zatural bz/- 
{ a: ‘ ’ 


Mr. UrBan, 


Feftament diffedted. 


tory of lees to be inveftigated ; and.thefe ares 
firft, Whether thofe bees which have lately 
been difcovered to be males, and which 
have hitherto been clafled among the com- 
monalty, are to be numbered among the 
labourers, orsadmitted into the more ele- 
vated rank of Drones? This, itis poffible, 
may lead to a ftill more curious inveftiga- 
tion, and that is, fecondly, Whether each 
bee provides feparately for him{clf, builds 
his own manfion, ftotes it for the winter 5 
or whether the labourers, colleétively, con- 
tribute to one common ftock, and take up 
indifcriminately with whatever part of the 
hive they can neg thé royal palace only 
excepted ?g Under the monarchy of bees, 
for republicans they certainly are not, 
thefe inveftigations may be confidered as 
more than the gratification of mere curio- 
fity—they may develope a form of go- 
vernment hitherto undifcovered. 

? As there appears no other difference be- 
tween our correfpondent’s conjefture -con- 
cerning the transformation of a common 
‘bee to a Sovereign, and Mr. Debraw’s ex- 
periments to prove the transformation in 
the worm-ftate, all reafoning upon it feemed 
to us unneceflary: and there remains nos 
thing more to afcertain the fact, in its ful- 
Jeft extent, but an experiment to try whe- 
ther the like transformation may be made 
in the common bee when arrived to matu- 
rity, as Mr. Debraw has proved to be prac- 
ticable in @e tate of infancy. 


AN: accident having thrown into my hands the inclofed, if you think it worth infer- 
tion in your colleftion, it is much at your fervice, from dx Old Corre/pondent. 


The OLD and New TESTAMENT a ffe&ed. 


Books - inthe Old - - 39 inthe New - 27 Total - 66 


Chapters -°-'- - 929 - = - 
Verfes - - - - 23,21 - - - 
Words - - - - 592,439 = - = 
peters = - - 2,728,100 - = 


Apocrypha. 


- 260 * * 4189 | Chapters 183 


- 7989 31,173 | Verfes - 608% 
4815253 773,692 Wards 1525185 
$38,380 32566,480 ! 


The middle Chapter - the leaft in the Bible is Pfalm 117. 
The middle Verfe is the 8th of the 118th Pfalm. 

‘The middle time is thé 2d of Chronicles, 4th Ch. 16th Verfe. 
The word And occurs in the Old Teitament 35,543 times. 
The fame in the New Teftament occurs 10,684, times, 

The word JEHOVAH occtirs 6855 times. 


OLD TESTAMENT. 


‘The middle Book is Proverbs. 


The middle Chapter is Job 29th. 
The middle Verte is 2d Chron. 20th Chap. between 17th and 18th Verfes. 
The leaft' Verfe is ¢ Chron. 1ft Ch. and rft Verfe. © 


New TESTAMENT. 


he middle Book is Theflalonians 2d. 


The middle Chapter is between the 13th and 14th Romans. 
The middle Verie’i is ryth Ch. A&ts, rth Verle. 
The leaft Verfe is 11th Ch. John, Verfe 35. 
The arft Verfe of the 7th Chapter of Ezra has all the letters of the ieee. 


The igth Chap. of 2d of Kings ‘and 


37th of Tfaiah are alike. 
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The Cuflom of turning to the Eaft Siiperfitious: 


. Mr. URBAN, 

Ni Otwithitanding what is alleged by your 

correfpondents Vindex and T. G. pp. 
59 and 74, in excufe for * the cuftom ih 
many churches of turning to the Eait,” 
and the authorities of the learned Mede, 
Gregory, Bingham, Heylin, and even 
Secker; many, I truft molt, of your read- 
ers will continue to think it ** fuperfiitious, 
irrational, and idolatrous,’’ when they con- 
fider that it was an ancient cultom among 
the old Romans, as appears from this ge- 
neral maxim in their temple-architecture, 
Let the aitars look tawards the Eaft* ; and 
alfo among the more ancient Heathens, as 
we are told by Spencer f 3 that it owes its 
ériginal to the idokaters of the fun, ac- 
cording to the proverb, ftill in ule, of wor- 
Shipping the rifing fun; that’it has no ra- 
tional foundation in the worfhip of thé 
true God, who is equally prefent in all 
places; that it is expreisly obviated in 
Scripture, r. in that remarkable paflage of 
Ezekiel (vill. 15, 16), where mention is 
made of the abomination of five and twenty 
men ftanding in the court of the Lord’s 
houfe with their faceg toward the Eaft, 
for which very reafon, Ris Dean Prideaux, 
«¢ they were looked upon as apoftates ;”” 
2- in Deuteronomy (iy. 19), where the If- 
raelites are cautioned againit /ooking up to 
Heaven itfelf in their devotions; and, 3. 
in Job (xxxi. 26), where hedifclaims the 
»ractice now before us as a crime ;’ that, in 
confequence of this, the Hebrews (as Sel- 
den} obferves) performed all their facred 
rites tewards.the Weft, and deemed the Ef- 
fenes heretics for this reafon, among others, 
that thty worfiipped towards the Eatft || ; 
and that this rife, or ceremony, being not 
mentioned and fet-forth in the Beok of Com- 
mon Prayer, was Virtually rejected by the 
firt A&t of Uniformity, but was introduced 
without law after the Reformation by 
Abp. Laud, who, for thus tranfgreffing the 
orders of the church, and the rules of his 
Common-Prayer-Book, could only plead 


the Statutes of the Order of St. George,’ 


or the Rubrick of the Garter §. 

Let us now confider the chief reafons 
offered for this praStice by the Fathers. 
And, 1. it is alleged, ‘* the primitive 
Chriftians prayed towards the Bat, be- 
caufe the Eaf is a title given to Chrift in 
Zech, vi. 12. which, from the Septuagint, 
they tranflated, Behold the man whofe name 





* Ara fpettent ad Orientem. Vitruv. lib. iv. 
cap. ult. 
~ ¥° De Leg. Heb. Rit, p} 845 
t De Synedr. cap. ult. 
‘Wf Jot. Scalig. Elenc, Trihae. ¢. 20, p. 3¢Qe 
¥ sce his Trial, 


3, atg 
is the Eaft*.” But this is clearly a mif- 
take, arifing from the ambiguity of a Greek 
word, which, the Fathers not underftands, 
ing the original Hebrew, ought to have 
been rendered, as in our own tranflation 
it is, the Branch, and not the Baf. 2. 
‘* Becaufe of the fimilitude of the rifing 
of the fun to our fpiritual arifing out o 

the darknefs of fin and corruption t.’” 
But if the fun, according to modern aftro~ 
nomy, fhould not rife at all, there them 
can be no more refemblance between our 
cafe and his than between rifing and not 
rifing: and how the fun fhould be in 
darknefs, and therefore how he fhould rife 
out of it, is inconceivable. A 3d reafon 
affigned is, ‘¢ To denote our diligence in 
the fervice of God, in being more forward, 
to arife and fet about it than the fun to 
run his courfef.”’ But here again, if the 
fun move not, it can be no great merit to be 
ftirring before him ; and if he does moves 
it can be no fmall vanity to boaft of out-, 
doing him. 4. * That the Egf is. the. 
moft honourable and excellent part of the 
world |." From the Eaft, therefore, this 
reafon, no doubt, was derived; and, a= 
greeably to this, the Chinefe have, time 
out of mind, maintained, that ‘ no other 
country produces men that fee with both 
eyes.” But “ the Eaft,” fay the Fathers, 
“is the feat of light and brightnefs.** 
Let their antipodes reply to this, with 
whom the fun fets as it rifes to them, and 
rifes as it fets to them. But, 5. their 
chief argument is the following, vize 
«< That the Eaft was the place of Paradife, 
which’ we loft in the firft Adam, and to 
which, as our native abode, we fhall be 
reftored in the fecond §.” In oppofition ta 
this, inftead of feeking things on the earthy 
and turning to an earthly Jerufilem, St. 
Paul @ direé&ts us to /eek thofé things which 
are above, a better country, that is, an heam- 
venly. And befides, by this argument 
for turning to the Eaft, half mankind, 
that is, all who ate to the Eaftward cf the 
fuppofed fituation of the new Jerufalemy 
mutt face about to the Welt, in direé&t op- 
pofition to the four preceding reafons. 
6. Laétantius |. tells us, ** God himfelf is 
the fountain of light, and the illumina- 
tor of all things, and therefore the Eaft 
is afcribed to him.” But if we muft ads 
drefs ourfelves towards fome objet refem= 





* Juft.Mart.Cent, 2. Dial.cum Tryph.p. 3346 

+ Clem. Alex, Cent, 2. Strom, lib. 7. ps 520-5 

f Origen. Cent, 3. 

|| Orig. de Oratione. ; 

§ Bafil. Greg. Nyff. Athanaf, Cyril. Chry« 
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bling God in thefe qualiti¢s, the fun furely 
has the beft claim to our regard, whether- 
he be Eaft or Weft, and efpecially in the 
South, where he appears in the gicateft 
fpleador. And by this rule we ought to 
vary Gur pofition in worfhip every hour of 
the day. -A 7th reaion is, ‘“* Becaufe 
Chrift appeared on earth in the Eaft, and 
there afcended into Heaven, and there will 
appear again at the laft day *. dayjie-. 
That ‘ Chrit appeared in the Eaft” may 
be'fafely denied by all thofe populous na- 
tions which lie Eaftward of the Holy Land. 
That ** tn the Fait he afcended into Hea- 
ven” all fchoolboys alfo will deny, re- 
membering, Calum undique fupra et. And 
that “ in the Eaft,” or, according to the 
Rabbies, in the valley of Jehothaphat, 
© he will appear at the laft day,” the Scrip- 
tures “have no where teld us. 8. * Chrilt 
is called im Malachi (iv. 2.) the Sun of 
R ghteou/nefs, and. by wor fhipping towards 
the Eait we are fymbolically led to him+.”’ 
By this rule we ought to turn to the fun, 
in whatever point he is vilible, from Eat 
to Weft. 9. Mr. Bingham derives this 
éuftom * from ‘the ceremony of baptifm, 
in which it was wfual to renounce the 
devil with their faces to the Weft, and 
then turn about to the Fait, and make 
their covenant with Chrift ft.” In anfwer 
to this, the ceremony of turning to the 
Eaft was much prior among Chrittians to 
that of turning to the Weit; the one he- 
ing as early as the 2d centary, the other a 
fate as the roth and 4th. The lait reafon 
why the primitive Chriftians worthipped to- 
wards the Eaft was ‘ the rule of contra- 
ries, or a {pirit of oppofition to the Jews|].” 
But they who infift on this reafon feem to 
forget that in this they conform to the 
Heathens (as before obferved) ‘in the ido- 
fatrous worfhip of. the fun. 

This ceremony, giving occation to ido- 
latry in the church, was prohibited by Leo 
the Great in the gtli century, but was re- 
Vived by Pope Vigilius in the 6th, and has 
by none of his fucceffors been formally 
reverfed. The Eaft has ever fince been 
the Popifh Sheliinzh : there the altars were 
built, and the hoft was elevated: and that 
it was the moft orthodox. point of the cons- 
pals appeared evidently in the cafe of that 
frotelldnt martyr Joha Hufs, who (fays 
Fox) ‘happening at the {take to look to- 
wards the Eaft, was turned towards the 
Wek, as being an heretic §.” 
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* Athan. Queft. ad Antiochum, ‘2. 37. 

+ Clem. Alex. Strom. lib. vii- 

J Orig. Eccl. Vol. V. p. 276. 

W Bp. Overall’s Additional Notes to Dr. 

Nicholls upon the Common Prayer, pe ib- 
4 See his martyrcom in Fox. 


Having already introduced Mr. Pisg= 
ham, I now beg leave to fay a word of 
Mr. Mede, another of T. G.’s. oracles; 
which fhall only be in his own words, viz. 
that “ in the matter of bowing he was an 
occafional conformift, for fear of the im- 
putation of fingularity, and being branded 
as inclined to the puritans ; a fin (fays he} 
like that apainit the Holy Ghoft}.” In 
like mauner Naaman bowed himfelf in 
the houfe of Rimmon, though he knew 
that Rimmon was no God. «As for the 
learned Gregory, he underftands all. the 
‘¢ adoration towards the altar mentioned 
in the whole ttock of church antiquity,” 
to refer to the Eaft, and to that only *. 
Mede, on the contrary, fays, ** If the an- 
cient Chriftians, in their pofture, could not 
obferve both, then they preferred the altar, 
as in the church at Antioch+.” Thus’ 
thefe oracles differ. Nor will the autho- 
rity of ‘* the ingeniows Dr. Heylin” in this: 
point have much weight with thofe who 
recollect that he was patronifed by that 
high-prieft Laud, who in church-difcipline 
was alm fl, if not altogether, a Papitt, 
Archbp. Secker’s argument for retaining 
this practice 1s anfwered above under the 
zd head; and his learning, furely, might 
have taught him, that from worihipping 
God towards the altar, worhipping hiny 
upon the altar was too eafy a tranfition ; 
for which reafon the martyr Bp. Hooper,, 
in a jermon. before K. Edward VI. moved 
that botii the name and the thing might be 
changed: ‘* For,” faid he, ‘* as long as 
altars remain, both the ignorant people, 
and the ignorant and evil-periuaded priefts, 
will always dream of /acrifice.”’ 

To connterbalance the above authori+ 
ties, when the cafe now in queftion.came 
hefore the fupreme judicature of the na- 
tion, upon mature deliberation: and: con- 
fultation with our ableit divines, ‘* Bow- 
ing towards the altar, or towards the Eaft, 
many times, with three congees, but ufu- 
ally in every motion, accefs or recefs in 
the charch; alfo the Minifter’s turning his 
back fo the Weft, and his face to the Eatt, 
when he pronounces the creed, or reads 
prayers ;’ were found and declared to be 
fach innovations as had been-introduced’ 
in the church, without law, fince the Re- 
formation; and this by men (amongtt 
others of the firft rank) whofe names are 
to this day the glory of the church of 
England, viz. Lord’ Primate Uther, Lord 
Keeper Williams, Bifhops Moreton and 


Montag, alfo the Drs. Ward, Prideaux, 





t See his Works, pArogre 
* Conclufioh of -his. Notcstand Obfesra- 


tions on Scripture. 
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Extraordinary Gift of the late Mr. Edward Wortley Montague. 2a 


$anderfon, Brownrigg, Holdfworth, and 
Hacket, all Bifhops in their time, and 
other eminent divines. 

For moft of the above arguments I ac- 
knowledge myfelf indebted to the A/kib/a* 
of Mr, Afplin, a-work replete with wit, 
judgment, and erudition, which being in 
few hands, I doubt not they will be ac- 
¢eptable to your readers. 

De J 


Mr. URBAN, 

N your Magazine for laf Auguft you 

gave us fome notices of the life of that 
extraordinary genius the late Mr. Edward 
Wortley Montague, from the “* Memorial 
d'un Mondain,” by the Comte de Lam- 
berg, who appears by his writings to be 
himfelf not one of the common race of 
mortals. But there is one remarkable 
quality with which he is there faid to have 
been furnifhed, and of which you make 
no mention. The author thus defcribes it : 
«© Mr. Montague has arrived at the art of 
judging infallibly of a perfon’s country 
by his writing, though he writes in a lan- 
guage he knows nothing of. He told Mr. 
Scaccerni, at Ferrara, who reccived fome 
letters from Spain in his company, that 
that which he held in his hand, ftill un- 
fealed, came from an eunuch.”. In faét, 
Farinelli had fent him a violin which had 
been played upon before the King. I can- 
not tell what this fecret is, which is not 
one of the exa&t {ciences. 

If Dom. Pernetti, in his Letters upon 
Phyfiognomies, had confulted me when he 
compoled his eighth, I could have fupplied 
fome omiffions, which would have thrown 
perhaps fome light upon his fubjeé&t, which 





* The whole title of this work is, ** Alki- 
Bla: A difgvifition upon worhhipping towards 
the Eaft. In two Parts, Part I. contains 
the general antiquity, the rife, and reafonable- 
nefs, of this religious ceremony in the Gen- 
tile world; its early adoption into the church 
of Chrift; with a free and impartial exami- 
nation of the reafons affigned for it by the 
ancient Fathers. Part II. contains an hifto- 
ricai account of this ceremony in the Chriftian 
ehurch from the primitive to the prefent 
times; with a ferious and impartial examina- 
tion of the reafons afligned for the praétice by 
our modern divines, By a Mafter of Arts of 
the univerfity of Oxford, 1728.” The aft 
part is infcribed to Sir Richard Steele; by 
which it appears that the author had been a 
correfpondent of The Tatler. The 2d basa 
dedication to Lord Chancellor King, in which 
‘it is faid that % this difquifition owes its ori- 
ginal to his Lordthip’s Kugu'ry into the Confti- 
tution, Sec. of the Primt:ve Church.” And to 
it are prefixed ‘* Some though s, by way of 
preface, oer F048 the proper-ufe of ridicule 
im coutroverfics ftyied religious," 


he has but flightly tkimmed over. This 
fcience, with which Mr. Montague is fo 
well acquainted, is the Idengraphie of 
the ancients, which Apollonius ‘Tyaneus 
knew, no doubt, when he faid to Iarchasy 
who addrefled him in Greek, that in the 
writing which he prefented himfealed upy 
the Delta was wanting. (Apoll. Tyan. 
T. 3. Chap. 16.) Profper Aldorifi pub- 
lithed at Rome, in 1689, an accurate trea 
tife upon this wonderful art, rather as a 
perfon convinced of its truth, than difs 
cufling it as a philofopher. This Iden- 
graphie, according to him, is the art of 
guefling by the hand-writing of a perfon 
the fituation and difpofition be was in at 
the time of writing. Gafpar Schott {peaks 
of it with certainty; Idengraphie, fays he, 
is rejected only by the ignorant., ..° - 

When we reflect, that theré ate“fome 
times when we write in a hurey, others 
when inconfiftently, heavily, legibly, &c. 
it muft be allowed that this knack, if 
looked upon as trifling, is yet of fome ad- 
vantage, according to the ufe it is made 
of : it is a {word by the fide of a prudent 
man, which is employed when occafion 
requires. 

In 1740, Mr. Montague received a let- 
ter from London, when he was at tables 
Looking only at the cover, without breaks 
ing the feal, Alas! cries he, my friend i 
fick. Do you guefs fo? fays one of the 
company. I fee it by the writing, fays 
Mr, M. and I beg you would read out 
my correfpondent’s own words, and thé 
declaration of his illnefs. This friend 
was in love with a very pretty woman at 
London ; and, having met with’crofles-of 
every kind, {uffered the moft extravagant 
and deepett aiflition: his life depended 
upon the fuccefs of his amour, &c. What 
a long circumlocution is here, fays Mr. 
M.; if he had only faid he was im love; 
his malady would have appeared at once.’ 

This, Mr..Urban, is what the Count 
has advanced concerning this fingular art 
which Mr. M. is faid to have poffeffed ; 
an art, he obferves, which the ancients 
were acquainted with, and for the truth 
of which she cites his authors. Now, 'a$ 
thefe authors are not in many hands, and 
as the fubject ittlf is at leaft: curious, if 
any of your’ ingenious correfpondents 
would contribute to its further elucidation 
by quotations from thofe authors, or by 
any other means, it would doubtlefs »be 
an acceptable artitle of information~to 
many of your readers, and among others 
to je ey 
P. S. Perhaps it would rot be altoge 
ther ufelefs to give the derivation of. the 
word Idengraphie. 
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so. The Dottrine of Philofophical Necefity 

illaftrated ; being an Appendix to the Dx- 

guifitions relating to Matter and Spirit. 

To which is added, an Anfwer to the Letters 

on Materialifin, and on Hartley's Theory of 

the Mind. By Jofeph Prieflley, LL. D. 

F.R.S. 8v0. 25. 6d. Johnfon. 
D*- Priefiley here maintains « the great 

“and glorious (as he calls it) but un- 
pular dogtrine of philofophical necef- 
ty,” but fo modified, that fone will be 

apt to think that it differs in name only 
from freedom of volition ;. as he allows 
to “men all the liberty or power that is 
pofible in itfelf, the power of doing what- 
ever they will or pleafe, both with refpeét 
to the operations of their minds, and the 
motions of their bodies, uncontrouled by 
any foreign principle or caule ;” but denies 
him * the jiberty, or rather power, of do- 
ing fevera} things, when all-the previvus 
circumitances (including the ftate of his 
mind, and his views of things). are pre- 
cifely the fame.” This theory, in another 
lace, is thus illuftrated: ‘* Let the ob- 
jects. be two kinds of fruit, apples and 
peaches. Let it be fuppoied that I am 
fond of the farnier, and have an averfion 
to. the latter; and that I am difpofed to 
eat fruit: in theie circumitances, the mo- 
ment that they are prefented to me I take 
the apples, and leave the peaches. If it 
be afked «why I make this choice, or what 
was ihe reafon, caufe, or motive of it? 
it is fufficient to fay, that I was fond of 
apples, but did not like peaches. In the 
fame difpofition to eat fruit, and retain- 
ing my predilection for apples, I fhovld 
always, infallibly, do the fame thing. 
The caufe then of this choice was evi- 
dently my liking of apples, and my dif- 
liking of peaches; and though an incli- 
nation or affection of mind be not gra- 
vity, it influences me and ats upon me 
as certainly and neceflarily as this power 

oes upon a ftone. Affection determines 
my choice of the apples, and gravity de- 
termites the fall of the fone. Through 
cuitom we make ufe.of different terms in 
thofe cafes, but our ideas are exactly fimi- 
far ;. the conneétion between the two 
things as caufe and effeét being equally 
&riet and neceffary.” 

A little refle€&tion on this paragraph, 
enly, will ferve to convince us how the 
writer deccives himfelf in this fuppofed 
fimilarity. ‘« I am difpofed to eat fruit :” 
granted. ‘I. like apples, and I diilike 
peaches :”’ granted. Yet it will not be al- 
lowed, that I mult always tnfallibly, cer- 
farnly, and neceffarily eat apples in prefe- 
rence. For inftance, from whim, caprice, 
er pethaps for a wager, I may chufe to 


eat peaches, though I diflike them. But 
no whim, no caprice, no wager, can pre- 
vent gravity from ating on the ttene 
variably. Afterall, fophilticsi quibblings 
may perhaps induce a man fornetimes to 
doubt even his own exiltence, or power of 
felf-motion:—but as to that one of the 
oldeft anfwers is the beft, viz. rifing up’ 
and walking ; foour inward conicioulnefs, 
fupported by reafon and common-{nfe, 
will tell us that we have @ principle with- 
in us fuperior to the ciods of the vatley, 
and alfo a freedom of willing, which, at 
the very time that it is denied, afferts its 
own exiflence. 

One other paragraph we beg leave to no= 
tice. P.65: * Punifhment :s proper to cor- 
reét a bad difpofition or habit, and thereby 
we both reform the finner and warn others,’ 
which are all the juftends of pun:‘hment; 
every thing elfe deferving no other name 
than vengeance, and being maniteitly ab-., 
furd, becaufe anfwertng no good purpofe.”” 
How punifhments after this life, which can 
neither reforin the finner, nor warn cthers, 
are reconcileable with this idea, and how 
the writer underftands the text which fays 
Vengeance is mine, &c. we pretend not to 
determine. 

The faying * our will is not free, be- 
caufe it is determined by motives,” only 
obliges us to carry the principle a ftep 
higher, and to enquire what occafions 
thofe motives. Is it not the exercife of our 
realon, which inclines us to a%t well, or the 
jiitening to our pafftons, which induces us 
to ast ill ? ‘* Shall I do this great wicked- 
nejs,” {ays Jofeph, ** and fin azainfi Gud?” 
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51. 4 Sermon preached before the incorporated 
Society fore the Propagation of the Gofrcl in 
Fore‘gn Parts, at their Anniverfary Meet- 
inc, in the Church of St. Mary te Bow, on 
Friday, Feb. 20, 1778. By Brownlow, Lord 
Bybop of Worcefter, gto. darrifon. 

A Sermon by the Premier’s brother,’ 
at this critical time, and on this now 
difficult fubjeét, muft neceffarily excite 
the public curiofity. And glad we are to 
find, and to affure our readers, that, far 
different from the difcourfe delivered laft 
year, nothing here occurs that can irri- 
tate or inflame, nothing that tends to 
widen the breach already too wide, no- 
thing, in fhort, that is unbecoming the 
gotpel of peace, or the tolcrating princi- 
ples of proteltantifm. His Lordthip be- 
gins with proving the divinity of the 
gofpel difpenfation, by the excellence of 
its moral and religious fyftem. He ex- 
patiates on the great advantages which 
the weftern world has experienced from 
the charitable exertions .ef this — 

ang 
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and takes occafion to pronounce a very 


jut elocium on “ its great founder, King 
Villiam.” After giving an hiforical 
detail of the rapid progrets of Chriftiani- 
foreign parts, by means of this in- 
ftitution, the Bithop laments the unfor- 
tunate civil difputes which have raifed 
difficulties in the way of their endea- 
vours ;"° piaces in a ftriking point of view 
the perfecutions to which the epifcopal 
clergy have been expofed; and draws a 
‘contrat between the moderation of the 
church of England, and the intolerating 
{pirit of the American leaders. In con- 
clufion, he exprefles his ‘* hearty with, 
that reflection and experience may difpofe 
that people to « wife and prudent choice, 
to fun the evils which threaten to in- 
volve them, and take refuge in the re- 
newal of all thofe legal powers under 
which both countries have hitherto prof- 
pered; that, in refpect to civil govern- 
‘ment, we may each of us henceforth ac- 
knowledge the excellence of this con{titu- 
tion ; and in refpect to religion, with the 
mutual f{pirit of charity and love, we may 
take frveet counfel together, and watk im 
the houfe of God as friends.” To this we 
cordially fay, Amen. 
‘The annexed ¢ abftra&t of the proceed- 
ings of the Society” contains a melancho- 
ly account of the fufferings of their mif- 
fionaries from the ruling powers in A- 
merica. 


52+ Sele& Letters between the late Dutchefs of 
Someriet, Lady Luxborough, Mi/s Dol- 
man, Mr. Whilller, Mr, R. Dodfley, 
Wm. Shentone, Ef; and others; including 
a Sketch of the Manuers, Habits, &c, of the 
Republic of Venice, and fome poetical Pieces: 
the whale now firft publifhed frem original 
Copies. By Mr. Hull. 2 Vols. Sua. tas. 
bound. Dodfley. 


THE public are much obliged to Mr. 
Hull*, or rather to Mr. Dodfley ¢, for 
this colleétion, which may be compared 
to fo many rare coins, in which there is 
fome drofs, there is much fterling gold, 
as will appear from the following affay, 
and, indeed, from all that bear this image 
and fubfcription. 

Dutchefs of Somerset to Lady Lux- 
BOROUGH. 
“© Piercy-Lodge, Nov. 23, 1753. 

*¢ T did, indeed, dear Madam, begin to 
defpair of having the honour, and (what 
Z felt more fenfibly) the pleafure of hear- 





* Of Covent-garden theatre. 
+ His brother, Mr. R. Dodfley, was exe- 
cuter to Mr. Shenftone. 
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ing from you again. Iam fo fubje& t? 
fall into errors, that I was afraid fome un- 
guarded expreffion in my latt letter might 
have given you offence, and yet my heart 
bore witnels, how far I had been from 
intending it. , 

«¢I have been extremely il] the whole 
fummer, and for fome weeks believed in 
great danger ; but, by the blefling of God 
upon Dr. Shaw’s prefcriptions, I am at 
prefent, though lean and ill - favoured, 
much better; yet ftill obliged to be car- 
ried up and down ftairs, for want of 
ftrength and breath to carry-my(felf: but 
I have great reafon to blefs God for the 
eafe I now enjoy. When one comes to 
the laft broken arches of M1xza’s bridge, 
reft from pain muft bound our ambition, 
for pleafure is not to be expected in this 
world, where I have no more a notion 
of laying f{chemes to be executed fix 
months, than I have fix years hence; 
which, I believe, helps to keep my fpirits 
in an even ftate of chearfulnefs, to enjoy 
the fatisfa&tions which prefent themfelves, 
without anxious folicitude about their du- 
ration. We have lived to an age that ne- 
ceffarily fhews us the earth crumbling 
under our feet; and as our journey feems 
approaching towards the verge of life, is 
it not more natural to caft our eyes to the 
profpe& beyond it, than, by a retrofpeStive 
view, to recal the troublefome trifles that 
ever made our road difficult or danger- 
ous? Methinks it would be imitating 
Lor’s wife (whofe hiftory is not recorded 
as an example for us to follow) to want 
to look back to the miferable fcene we 
are fo near efcaping from. 

‘¢ T have fpent the laft three weeks moft 
agreeably. The firft of them, the Bifho 
of Oxford and Mrs. Talbot paffed with 
us, and had the goodnefs to leave Mifs 
Talbot (whofe charaétey I think you muft 
have heard) when they went away. She is 
all the world has faid of her, as to 
uncommon fhare of underftanding: but 
fhe has other charms, which I imagine 
you will join with me in giving the pre- 
ference even to that; a mild and equal 
temper, an unaffeéted pious heart, and 
the moft univerfal good-will to her fel- 
low-creatures that I ever knew. She 
cenfures nobody, the defpifes nobody, and, 
whilft her own life is a pattern of good- 
nefs, fhe does not exclaim with bitternefs 
againft vice. We fpent a good deal of 
time in our own rooms, except in the 
mornings; but our time is a good deal 
broken in upon. Soon after nine we meet 
in the chapel ; as foon as prayers are over 
we go to breakfaft; and after that we 
work, during which Mr, Cowflad, or 
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my chaplain f, read aloud; at eleven we 
go, if the weather is tolerable, to take 
the air for two hours at leaft, which Dr. 
Shaw infifts upon my“doing. The mo- 
ment we get out of the coach, we fee no 
more of one another till three, when the 
dinner is punétually upon the table. Din- 
ner and tea are. both over by five, when 
we retire till eight, and then go to prayers 5 
after which we adjourn into: the little 1i- 
brary, where we work, and the gentle- 
men read, as in the morning, till fup- 
per, a quarter before ten, and it is a 
rule to bein all our rooms a quarter before 
eleven.” 


{ In ahother letter the Dutchefs expreffes the 
fatisfaction which fhe took in the company 
and converfation of the learned Dr. Courayer, 
and her worthy chaplain; the latter of whom 
fhe ftyles ‘¢ a modeft, feafible, and truly 
pious young man.”—This gentleman, it zp- 
pears, from authentic information, was the 
Rev. Mr. Lindfey, now weil known to the 
world by his writings, and by his confcien- 
tious refignation of his church preferments. 


53+. Lhe Student’s Pocket Dift'onary; or Com- 
pendium of Univerfal Hiftory, Chronology, 
aud Biography. From the earlieft Accounts 
tethe prefent Time. Woth Authorities. In 
two Parts, Part I. containing a Compen- 
éium of Univerfal Hiftory. Part IL. contain- 
ing a Compendium of Biography. By Tho- 
mas Mortimer, Efq; fmall 8vo Johinfon. 
THIS work, with confiderable improve- 
ments, is confeffedly fuggefted by the ex- 
cellent tketches of Dr. Prieftley, in his 
charts of hiftory and biography, which 
have alfo given rife to the indexes (tho’ 
ufeful, they are no more) of Dr. Trufler 
and others. Much more enlarged is the 
prefent plan, and to compile this {mall 
and even portable volume, many folios, 
&c. have been confulted. Though the 
author-is much teo fanguine in flattering 


ve it in his power to fay, that he has 


{ pee that ‘* no living profeffor will 
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ought for the name, date of exiftence, and 
proper defcription of any eminent man 
in his art and profeffion, and could not 
find it in this work,” yet we readily agree 
with him, that, ‘ with all its imperfe&tions 
on its head, it may be confidered as a 
ufeful companion in the clofet, and upon 
every occafion when the poffeffor is in 
queft of hiftorical or literary information 
at home and abroad.”” Several omiffions, 
and fome defeéts, have been noticed in one 
of the Reviews. Of the latter the prin- 
cipal is the not adhering uniformly to the 
fame chronology, by which means the 
Trojan war* in particular is made to 





* 3154, B.C, 


happen at different eras: Paris is flain¢ 
eight years before Achillest, whom. he 
flew; the beauteous Helen § muft then have 
been 70, &c. To thefe a curfory reading 
has enabled us to add a few more. As 
Part I. relating to ‘* Univerfal Hiitery,” 
and general heads ; and Part II. to *¢ Bio- 
graphy,” or the lives of individuals; 
thele two -parts fhould have been kept 
quite diftingt. But this is not the cafe. 
Why, for inftance, fhould not Ld. Brooke, 
as well as the Duke of “Buckingham, 
(both of them murdered,) Admiral Bal- 
chen, as well as Shovel, (both of them 
fhipwrecked,) be placed in Part IT? In 
Balchen’s article there is another miftake ; 
he was not loft on the rocks of Scilly, (as 
Shovel was,) but foundered in the Chan- 
ne!, it is fuppofed, near Alderney. In- 
deed, we think ali the lives thould have 
been confined to Part II, as there we 
fhould naturally look (though in vain) 
for Lords Balmerino, Ferrers, Orator Hen- 
ley, &c. In article Conquefs, Belleifle was 
taken, not by Sir Edw. Hawke, but by 
Conimodore Keppel. In Nawal Engage- 
ments, Byng’s (1756) fhould have been 
mentioned as well as Matthews’s, and alfo 
the great victory of the Ruffians ever the 
Turks, near Lemnos, in 1771. The E. of 
Orrery was not critic only on Pliny’s letters, 
but tranflator of them. His fatherand Row- 
ley are both ftyled inventors of the Orrery. 
What proofs of courage had Adm. Byng 
given? Columbus difcovered the conti~ 
nent as well as the sflands of America. 
’Broome, as a poet, fhould have been men- 
tioned, as well as Fenton; and the late 
Mr. Hawkins Browne, furely, deferves a 
place much more than Dr. Grainger, Mr. 
Pattifon, &c. Mr. Gray fhould not have 
been omitted. Becket was killed 1170, 
(Dec. 29,) not 1171. Anthony Hamil- 
ton “was Count, (a French title,) not 
Earl. We look in vain for the names of 
Dr. Nath. Highmore, Phyf. Med. who dif- 
covered the antrum Htyhmorienum, Dr. 
Sykes, and the late Dr. Campbell |], au- 
thors; Pietro de la Valla, and William 
Lithgow, famous travellers, &c. Dr. 
King, of St. Mary Hall, was no eminent 
divine, not being in orders, but LL.D. 
For Kirby Willram, read Fofbua. Fer 
Smith Thomas, painter, read George. In 





¢ 1188, B.C. 

¢ 1180, B.C. 

§ Stolen by Whefeus, 1235, B.C. 

| This wrter highly deferves a place, hay- 
been hit (Af a confiderable biographer, 
and author of the beit lives, viz. thofe fign- 
ed E. in the Biographia Britannica, ; 
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article Wm. Duke of Cumberland}, Det- 
tingen is in Germany, not Flanders. Law- 
rence Sterne was no Dr, The late 
Speaker was never Lord Onflow. Pitt 
Thomas, was more famous for his dia- 
mond, than for being the father of the 
Earl of Chatham, which he was not §. 
And in the next edition, if fome names 
are added, many more may be omitted, 


fuch as Holland the player, Dr. Munck-- 


ley, Mr. Arnold King, &c. &c. none of 
whom were authors ; Sir Chaloner Ogle, 
Gen. Wade, Sir John Norris, all famous 
for nothing ; Abp. Stone, of whom as 
a theological writer and critic, we never 

eard; John Picard, Eng. fainter, who 
never painted any thing original above a 
fign, a coach, or a fhop-board at Canter- 
bury, &c.-—Thefe few hints are fub- 
nitted to the Editor’s confideration, from 
a defire we have to fee this very ufeful 


work as perfeét as poffible, 


4. The Hifory of Englith Poetry.. From the 
Clofe of the eleventh to the Commencement of 
the eighteenth Century. Vol. IT, By Tho- 
mas Warton, B.D. Fellow of Trinity-col- 
lege, Oxford, &c, gto. 11. 15. boards. 
Dodifley, ; 

OF the sft volume of this elaborate and 

ingenious work, publifhed in the year 17745 

we gave an account in our XLIVth Vol. 

Pp. 3705 425. We now with pleafnre pro- 

céed to analyfe the 2d. 

In Scétion I. -we.are iitroduced to * the 
moral Gower,” as Chaucer Rtyles him, a 
contemporary * of that poet, with much 
good fenfe and fome harmony, tod grave 





+ This natne fhould rather be claffed un- 
der C. than W3 and in general we would 
recommend thie placing noblemen uniformly 
under their family names, or titles, with pro- 
per references (as has been done in Yorke and 
Hardwicke). For why fhould one E. of Al- 
bemarle be found only tinder A, and another 
only under K?. Why fhovld the Dukes of 
Buckingham be characterifed twice, Rofeom- 
mon be found by his title only, and New- 
caftle by his name (which by the way was 
rather Pelhcm than Holles, &c.)? 

§ Lord Chatham was the youngeft fon of 
Robert Pitt, of Bocannock, in Cornwall, 
Efq; ahd grandfon of Vhomias Pitt, Ef; 
Governot of Fort St. George, &c. Barlow's 
Prerage. 

* Mr. Warton, ft is obfervable, always 
Spells this word cotemporary, though analogy 
and authority feem to favour the other mode; 
of which the late Lord Lyttelton was fo fen- 
fible, that he cancelled all the feaves of his 
Hifiory of K. Henry II. in which he had 
thoughtlefsly preferred co to con. But Mr. 


W. we remember, chufes alfo to write ** co- 


genial!” 
Gent. Mac. May, 1778. 
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and fententious on the moft lively topics. 
His capital work, finifhed in 1393, is 
entitled Speculum, Meditantis, in French 
rhymes, Vox Clamantis, in Latin elegiacsy 
and Confefio Amantis, in Englifhs On the 
laft his poetical reputation is almoft en- 
tirely founded. Of the fources from which. 
Gower drew, chiefly old legends or ro- 
mances, we have here a full account ;. and 
by this it appears that.he had much learning 
(or reading), but from. this difplay of it. 
our author thinks “ he had no greut fhare 
of natural abilities.” . This tripartite work 
is repreferited by three volumes on Gower’d 
curious tomb,. fill remaining in ,St. Sa- 
viour’s (or. St. Mary Overec’s) .churchy 
Southwark, to which elegant Gothic build-. . 
ing he was a large contributor. He died 
1402, | ¥ 

Se&t. II. The only poet affigned to the: 
reign of K, Henry IV. is John Waltons 
fub-dean of York, called John the Chap~ 
lain, or Johannes apellanus. He tranf{-: 
lated into Englifh verfe the famous. treas 
tife, by Boethius, De Conjolat:one Philofoe 
phia, in 1410; In Henry V.’s reign the 
only poet that occurs is Thomas Occleve, 
‘a feeble writer.” Mentioning in his 
article feveral traéts and poems on the 
game of chefs, we wonder Mr: W. fhould 
have omitted the §cacchia of Vida, which. 
was well tranilated into Englith by the late: 
Geo. Jeffreys, Efq; at the defire of the firft 
Duke of Chandos. (See his Works, 
Lond. 1754). 

Sect. III. IV. V. John Lydgate; a Be- 
nedictine monk, of Bury, in the reign of : 
Henry VI. ‘ was not only a poet and 
rhetoriciany but a geometrician, ‘an aftro~ 
noimer, a theologift, and a difputant.” 
His pieces would form’ a little library. 
His principal potms ate, ‘¢ The Fall of 
Princes,” a fet of tragedies; ‘The Siege 
of Thebes,” an additional Canterbury Tale, 
and ¢ The Defirudion of Troy,” a tranf- 
lation or paraphrafe of Guido de Colonna; 
romance éntitled Hiforia Trejana, Ot a 
thefe, and the fources from whieh they are 
drawn, otrr attthor {peaks ditin@ly. 

Sect. VI. Tivo other pects; trauflators 
of French romances, in the reign of Henry 
VI. are Hugh Campeden and Thomas 
Chetter. Here, before he enters on the 
scion of Edward IV. 1461, ovr hiftorian 
digreffes to a circumfance which greatly 
contributed to the improvement of our li« 
térature, viz. the many tranfiations which 
the French had been making, for about 
two centuries, of Latin books, efpecially 
the clafics; and collects into one view the 
mot ditinguifhed of thefe verfigns from 
the year 12:0 to 1483. French being 
much better underfioed ihan Englith, thete 
firit 
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firft introduced the claffics to the know- 
ledge of our ee +. - 
Se&. VIF. John Harding is the firft poet 
of the reign of Edward. IV. to.whom he 
Hedicated his Chronicle ¢f England in verfey 
¥470, * 4 work almoft beneath criticifm.” 
In this reign is the firft mention of a court- 
t, or poet-laureate. John Kay had that, 
johowr, tho’ the only compofitidn he has. 
left is'a prof trantlation, This inttrodiyces. 
an account of that office in the univerfities 
and at court, where the fante officer, no 
doubt, is ftyled rhe King’s. verfifier, with 
2 ftipend of-roos. in the year 1251. The 
royal lavreate wrote int Latin, it is here 
tuppofed, till the Reformation! and on 
this fubjec&t Mr. W. wifhes for at leaft 
“¢ another change in the execution of this 
ihfftution, which is confeffedly Gothic, 
and unaccommodated to modern nyanners. 
I'mean (hé-adds) that the niore than an- 
mual return of a comipofition off a trite ar; 
gument fljould be no longer required. I 
am ‘conftious:I fay this at atime when thé, 
beft of Kings afford’ ‘the moft juft. and 
copious theme for paiegyric: but I {peak 
it at atime when the department is ho- 
’ trourably filled by a poet Sf talte and ge- 
hius, which.dre idly wafted on the mof 
Splendid fubjes&s, when impoted by con- 
itiaint, and perpettally repeated.”” Other 
poets of this reign are, John Scogan, of 
Oriel: college, Oxford, court- buffoon, John 
Norton and George Ripley, didaétic poets 
on chemiftty ;° and fome other ob{cute 
rhymers are thrqwn into. the notes. 
. Se&, VIM. * But a want of genius. will 
be no longer imptited to this period of our 
poetical hiftory, if the poems lately difes- 
vered at Briftol, and faid to have been 
written by Thomas Rowlie, a fecular prieft 
of that’ place, about the year 1470, are 
genuine.” Our hiftorian therefore dif- 
cufles fully this curious fabjeét, and very 
impartially weighs and determines the me- 
zits of the controverfy. ‘The manner in 
ee they were brought to light, and the 
{pecimens produced, are now fufficiently 
known {. Omitting thefe, fuch arguments, 
both external and internal, as feem new, 
we will recapitulate. ‘* The chief of thefe 
poems are, The Tragedy of Ella, The Exe- 
cution of Sir Charles Baudwin, Ode to Ella, 
‘The Battle of Hafiegs, The Tournament, 
one or two Dialogues, and an Accounte of 
W.. Canynge’s Feaft.”..** 1am of opinion,” 
_ +“! The King’s Complaint, a poem, by 
James I, of Scotland, belongs to the reign 
ef Henry.VI.” " 
f See ovr Vol. XLVIL. pp.275, &c. What 
Mr. W. had here written was alfo printed al- 
smaft two years before the complete edition of 
Rowlie’s poems was publifhed. 





{ays Mr. Warton, ** that none of the fe pit ong | 


are genuine. The Execution of Sir Charles 
Baudwin is now allowed to be modern; 
even by thofe who maintain all the other 
poems to be ancient. The Ode t> Ella, 
and the Epifile to Lydgate, with his Ax/wwer, 
were Whitten oh one piece of parchment, 
atid, as pretended, in Rowlie’s own hund. 
This was fewn tc an ingenious critic and 
intelligent antiquary of shy acquaintance, 
who affures. me that the writwig was 4 
grofs and palpable forgery. It was not 
even fkilfuliy coutiterfeited. The form 
of the letters, although artfully contrived 
tO wear an antiquated appearante, differe 
very efferitially trom ever? one of ottr early 
alphabets. Nor were the charaéters uni- 
form ani confiftent ; part of the fame MS. 
exhibiting fome letters fhaped according to 
the prefent round-Hand, while others were 
traced in imitation of the ancient court 
diid text hdhds. The parchment was old $ 
and, that it thight look ftill older, was 
ftained on the ouifde with ochre, which 
was eafily rubbed off with a linen cloth: 
Care had alfo been evidently taxen to tinc- 
ture the ink with a yellow caft. To com- 
municat® 3 fttonger ftarap of rude anti- 
quity, the Ode was written like profe: no 
dittingtion or. termination being miade be- 
tween the feveral verfed. Lydgate’s An- 
frwer, which makes 4 part of this MS. ig 
written by the fame hand. This parch- 
mént has ‘fincé been unfortunately loft, 
J haye myfelf carefully examined he Orie 
ginal MS. as it is called, of the little piece 
ehtitled Accounte || of W. Canynge’s Feaft. 
It is likewifé on parchment; and [ am 
forry to fay that the writing betrays all 
the fufpiciotts fignatures which were ob- 
ferved in that of the Ode to Ella. Ihave 
repeatedly and diligently compared it with 
three or four authentic MSS. of the time 
of Edward IV. to all which I have found 
it totally unlike. Among other fmaller 
vettiges of forgery, which cannot be fo 
eafily defcribed and explained here, at the 
bottom are added, in ink, two coats of 
arms, containing empalements of Canynge 
and of lis friends or relations, with fa~ 
mily names, apparently delineated by the 
fame pen which wrote the verfes.. Ever 
the ftyle and drawing of the armorial 
bearings difcover the hand of a modern 
herald. This, I believe, is the only pre- 
tended original of the poetry of Rowlie 
now in being. 

‘¢ As to internal arguments, an unna 
tural affectation of ancient fpelling and 





ft $* Q. If this word fo early as the yeat 1470 
had loft its literal and original fenfe of a com 
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66 
‘ami 
‘fig! 
are 
exi! 
lith 
“qua 
app 
the 
tive 
fom 
and 
fitte 
the. 
ged 
and 
whe 
tion 
‘be t 
is c: 
of ] 
We 
writ 
fo o 
mire 
whic 
and 
in n 
was 
of tl 
moft 
minf{ 
belie 
tings 
of ‘NV 
more 
even! 
Glov 
agree 
fie 
was 
of av 
fion « 
to Ly 
oet 
fie 
omn 
mann 
repre: 
of tl 
¢ould 
riod « 
“ ] 
the ec 
fru& 
prove 


40 Ell 











Esf of Books,—with Remarks. 


“ebfolete words, not belonging to the period 
‘affigned to the poems, ftrikes us at firft 
‘fight. Of thefe old words combinations 
are frequently formed which never yet 
exiftec ju the unpolifhed ftate of the Eng- 
lifh ianguage; and fometimes the anti- 
“quated di€tion is. moft inartificially mif- 
applied, by an improper contexture with 
the prefent modes of {peech. The atten- 
tive reader will alfo difcern, that our poet 
fometimes forgets his aifumed charaéter, 
and does not always aé his part with con- 
fitency ; for the chorus, or interlude, of 
the dam{el who drowns herfelf, ig the Tra- 
gedy of Elia§, is much more intelligible, 
and free from uncouth expreffions, than 
the general phrafeology of thefe campofi- 
tions. In the Battle of Haftings, faid to 
‘be tranflated from the Saxon, Stonehenge 
is called a Druidical temple. The battle 
of Hattings was fought im the year 1066. 
‘We ‘will grant the Saxon original to be 
written foon afterwards ; ahout which time 
po other notion prevailed concerning this 
miraculous monument than the {uppofitian 
which had been delivered down hy long 
and conftant tradition, that it was erected 
in memory. of Hengift’s maffacre, Thig 
was the eftablifhed and uniform opinion 
of the Welfh and Armorican bards, who 
moft probably received it from the Saxon 
minftrels : and that this was the popular 
belief at the time of the battle of ‘Haf- 
tings appears from the evidence ef Geoffry 
of Monmouth, who wrote his hiftory not 
more than o years after that memorable 
eyent. And in this doétrine Robert of 
Gloucefter and all the Monkifh chroniclers 
agree. That the Druids conftruéted. this 
ftupendous pile, ‘for a place uf worhhip, 
was a difcovery referved for the fagacity 
of a wifer age, and the laborious difcuf- 
fion of modera antiquaries. In the Epifile 
io Lydgate *, prefixed to the Tragedy, our 
oet condemns the abfurdity and impro- 
riety of the religious dramas, and re- 
commends ‘* fome great ftory of huma 
manners” as molt fuitable for theatrica 
reprefentation. But this idea is the refult 
of that tafte and difcrimination which 
gould only belong to a more advanced pe- 
riod of fociety. fm 
«« But, above all, the caft of thought, 
the compleftion of the fentiments, and the 
truéture of the compofition, evidently 
prove thefe pieces not ancient. The Ode 
to Ellat, for inftance, has exaétly the air 





§ See it in Vol. XLVII. p. 277° 

* See Vol. XLVIJ. p. 363. 

+ Ibid. p. 276. In this Ode Mr. W; de- 
teéts the anachronifm of ftyliag Briftol eathe- 
dial the Minfler, a word almoft appropriated 
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of modern poetry 5 fuch, IT mean, as js 
written at this day, only cifguifed with 
antique fpelling and phrafeolagy. That 
Rowlie was an accomplifhed literary cha- 
raéter, a {cholar, an hiftorian, and an an~ 
tiquarian, if contended for, I will not de- 
ny. Nor is it impoflible that he might 
write Englifh poetry. But that he is the 
writer of the poems which I have here 
cited, and which have been fo confidently 
afcribed to him, I am not yet convinced. 

*¢ On the whole, Iam inclined to be- 
lieve that thefe poems were compofed by 
the fon of the {choolmaiter who inherited 
the ineftimable treafures of .Canynge’s 
cheft in Redcliffe-church. This youth, 
who died at eighteen, was a prodigy. of 
genius, and would have proved the fir 
of Englifh poets, had he reached a mar 
turey age. From his childhood he was 
fond of reading and writing verfes: and 
fome of his early comppfitions, which he. 
wrote without any defign to deceive, have 
been judged to be moft aitonifhing pro- 
duétions by the firft critic of the prefent 
age. Availing himéglf, therefore, of his 
poetical talent, and his sags j in the 
graphic art, to a mifcellany of obfcure 
parchments, which were commodioutly 
placed in his own poffeffion, he was 
tempted to add others of a more intereft- 
ing nature, and fuch as he was enabled tg 
forge, under thefe circumftances, without 
the fear of deteétion. As to his know- 
ledge of the old Englifh literature, which 
is rarely the ftudy af a young poet, a fuf- 
ficient quantity of obfolete words and 
phrafes were readily attainable from the 

loffary to Chaucer, and to Percy's Bal- 
sg It is confeffed that this youth wrote 
the Execution of Sir Charles Baudwin 
and he who could forge that poem migh 
eafily forge all the reft.., 

“¢ Tt will be afked, for what end or pure 
pofe did he contrive fuch an impofture2 
I anfwer, from lucrative views ; or per 
haps from the pleafure of deceiving the 
world: a motive which in many minds 
Operates more powerfully than the ‘hopes 
of gain. He probably promifed himielf. 
greater emoluments ie this indireé 





to cathedrals. Put a bifhop, dean, and chap- 
ter, were not eftablifhed there till 1542, and 
in Rowlie’s time it was only an Auguftine’ 
monattery. In his additions, however, he 
obferves that St. Ewin’s church at Briftol was 
called ghe Minjter, tho’ he fufpeéts that the 
poet here means the cathedral, Rowlie, in his 
panegyric on Canynge alfo ftyles Briftol a citie, 
tho’ it was never fo called till the ercétion of 
its bifhopric, See Willis’s Notit. Parl. p-43, 
Lond. 1750. ‘Ry. Fod. xv. 749. [See a 
paper on this fubjett, ps 203-] : 
ain mods 
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mode of exercifing his abilities; or he 
might have facrificed even t:¢ vanity of 
appearing in the charaéter of an applauded 
original author to the privaie enjoyment 
of the fuccefs of his invention and dexte- 
rity.” 

Our author then adds Rowlie’s Memoirs 
of himfelf and Canynge ft, which we in 
ferted in our laft Vol. p. 426. And here 
on the word drawins he obferves, ina 
note, that, ** tho’ the phrafe to draw a pic- 
ture mixht then be known, ‘+ draw, in 
jts prefent uncombined fen‘e, had not then 
aquired this meaning; and that fo late 
as the reign of James [. a painter was of- 
ten called @ pifure-drawe: :* that ‘* ma- 
nuferipts alfo was not an Englith word at 
tis early period:*” and that ‘ the .ido¢ 
of Coventry fhould have been Prior: 
an Abbot was never the title of the Supe- 
ricr in cathedral convents. 


*¢ Thofe who have been converfant in 


the works even of the beft of our old 
Eng! ith poets well know that one of their 
Jeading charaéteriftics is inequality. In 
thefe writers, fplendid deferiptions, orna- 
mental comparifons, poetical images, and 
Pviking thoughts, occur but rarely; for 
many pages together they are tedious, 
profaic, and uninterefting. On the con- 
trary, the poems before us are every where 
Supported: they are throughout poetical 
and animated. They havé no imbecillities 
of ftyle or fentiment, Our old Engiith 
bards abound in unnatural conceptions, 
ftrange imaginations, and even the moft 
ridiculous ab{urdities. But Rowlie’s po- 
ems prefent us with no incongruous com- 
binations, no mixture of manners, infti- 
tutions, cuftoms, and characters. They 
appear’ to have been compofed after ideas 
of difcrimination had taken place; and 
when even common writers had begun to 
conceive, on moft fubjects, with precifion 
and propriety. There are, indeed, in the 
Battle of Haffings, fome great anachro- 
nifims ; and ptactices are mentioned which 
did not exitt till afterwards. But thefe 
are fuch inconfiftencies as preceeded from 
fraud as well as ignorance; they are {uch 
as no old poet could have poffib!y fallen 
into, and which only betray an unfkilful 
_ jmitation of ancient manners. The veries 
of Lydgate and his immediate fuccefiors 
are often rugged and unmyfical: but 
Rowlie’s poetry tuftains an uniform tone 
of harmony; and, if we brufh away the 





t Mr, W. in bis tranfeript, has copied one 
{math miPake ; {peaking of Canvnge taking 
erders, ‘‘ beyng franke from the power of 
kyges in that caufe, and tan be wedded” for 
qannot, paenieees 
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afperities of the antiquated fpelling, con- 
veys its cultivated imagery in a polithed 
and agrceable ftrain of vertification. Chat- 
terton {cems to have tuought that the dif- 
tin: ion of oid from modern poetry con- 
filted only in the ufe of old words. In 
counterfeiting the coins of a rude age he 
did not forget the ufual application of an 
artificial ruft: but this difguife was not 
futficient to conceal the elegance of the 
workmanfhip. 

«The Sartle of Haflings, jut mention- 
ed, might be proved to be a palpable fer- 
gery for many other reafons. It is faid ta 
be tranflated from the Saxon of Turgot. 
But Turgot died in 1015, andthe battle 
of Hattings was fought in 1066. We 
will, however, allow that Turgot lived in 
the reign of the Conqueror. But, on that 
{uppofition, ig it not extraordinary that a 
cotemporary writer fhould mention no cir- 
cumftances of this aétion which we did 
not know before, and which are not to be 
found in Malmfbyry, Ordericus Vitalis, 
and other ancient chroniclers? Efpecially 
as Turgot’s delcription of this battle was 
profefiedly a detached and {eparate per- 
formance; and at leaft, on that account, 
would be minute and circumftantial. An 
original and a cotemporary writer, de- 
fcribing this battle, would not only have 
told us fomething new, but would others 


_ wife have been full of particularities, 


The poet before us dwells on incidents 
common to all battles, and fuch as were 
eafily to be had from Pope’s Homer. We 
may add, that this piece not only deteéts 
‘fel, but demonftrates the {purioufnefs of 
all the reft. Chatterton himfelf allowed 
the firft part of it to be a forgery of his 
own. The fecond part, from what has 
been faid, could not be geniiine. And he 
who could write the fecond part was able 
to write every line in the whole colle&tion, 
But, while Iam {peaking of this poem, 
T cannot help expofing the futility of an 
argument which has been brought as a 
decifive evidence of its originality. It is 
urged, that the names of the chiefs who 
accompanied the Conqueror correfpond 
with the roll of Battle-abbey; as if a 
modern forger could not have feen this 
venerable record. But, unfortunately, it 
is printed in Hollinfhead’s Chronicle. 
‘Tris faid that Chatterton, on account 
of his youth and edueation, could not 
wriie thefe poems. This may be true; 
but it is no proof that they are not forged. 
Too was their author, on the fuppofition 
that Rowlte was net, is a new and another 
cuettion. Jam, however, of opinion that 


it was Chatterton. For if we attend only 
to fome of the picces now extant in a pe- 
siodical 
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Fiodical Magazine *, which he publithed 
under his own fignature, and which are 
_confeffedly of his compofition, to his let- 
ters now remaining in MS. and to the 
teftimony of thefe who were acquainted 
with his conveiiation, he will appear to 
have been a fingular in@ance of a prema- 
turity of abilities, to have acquired a {tove 
of general information far excceding his 
years, and to have poffeffed that compre- 
henfion of mind, and aétivity of under- 
ftanding, which predominated over his 
fituations in life, and. his opportunities of 
inftruction. Some of his publications m 
the Magazines difcover alfo his propentity 
to forgery, and move particularly in the 
walk of ancient manners, which teem 
reatly to have ftruck his imagination. 
hefe, among others, are, Evheigar, a 
Saxon poem, in profe; Kenrick, tranjlated 
Srom the Saxon; Cerdrick, tranflated from 
the Saxon; Godred Crovan, a poem, cum 
pofed by Dothnel-Syrric, King of the fle 
of Man; The Hirlas, compaofed by Biyt/ yn, 
Prince of North-Wales; Gsthmund, t» anf- 
Yated from the Saxin; Anecdote of Chaucer, 
and of the Antiquity of Chrijimas Games, 
The latter piece, in which he quotes a 
regifter of Keynfham gunnery, which was 
a priory of black canons, and advances 
many imaginary faéts, ftrongly fhews his 
track of reading, and his fondnefs for 
antiquarian imagery. In this monthly 
collection he inferted ideal drawings of 
fix atchievements of Saxon heraldry, of 
an inedited coin of Queen Sexburgeo, 
wife of King Kinewalch, and of a Saxon 
amulet ; with explanations equally fantaf- 
tic and arbitrary, From Rowlie’s pre- 
tended parchments he produced feveral 
heraldic delineations. He alfo exhibited 
a draught, by Rowlie, of Briftol caftle in 
its perfect ftate. I very much doubt whe- 
ther this fortrefs was not almoft totally 
ruinous in the reign of Edward IV, ‘This 
draught, however, was that of an edifice 
evidently fictitious. It was exceedingly 
ingenious; but it was the reprefentation 
of a building which never exifted, in a 
capricious and affected ftyle of Gothic 
archite@ture, reducible to no period or 
fyttem. 
“ To the whole that is here fuggefted 
on this fubjeé&t, let us add Chatterton’s 
inducements and qualifications for forging 
thefe poems, arifing from his charaster 
and way of living. He was an adven- 
turer, a profefled hireling, in the trade of 
literature, full of projeéts and inventions, 
a;tful, enterprifing, unprincipled, indi- 
gent, and compelled to fubfitt by expe. 
dients, 


a 





g Town and Country, ‘for 1769, 


‘ftrong and conclufiye. 
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“It is with regret that T find myfclf 
obliged to pronounce Rowlie’s poems ta 
be {purious. Ancicnt remains of Eng!ith 
poetry, unexpeétediy difcovered, and for- 
tunately refcucd from a long oblivion, 
are contemplated with a degree of fond 
enthufiaim: exclufive of any real or in- 
trintic excellence, they afford thofe plea- 
fures, arifing from the idea of antiquity, 
which deeply ‘intereft the imagination, 
With thefe pleafures we are unwilling te 
part, But there is a more folid fatisfac- 
tion, refulting from the deteétion of arti- 
fice and impo:ture.”* 
Thefe arguments, without doubt, feem 
But the /atisfac- 
tion that refults from fuch a deteéicn 
feems to us far from fo/id, as it is con- 
fiderably abated by the regret and pain 
infeparable from the reflection that fuch 
abilities as thofe of Chatterton fhould 
have becn fo early loft, and fo wretch- 
ediy muzpplied; and thus that the fame 
work which, * intrinfically excellent,** 
will long remain a monument of his ge- 
nius, muft at the fame time be confidered 
as the gibbet of, his fame. This fubjeét 
being at prefent particularly interefting, 
and having been much canvafled in our 
publication, we hall make no apology for 
the length of this extraé 
Se&. IX. Obfcure veriifiers abounded 
in the fubfequent reigns of Richard III. 
and Edward V. viz. Bertram Walton, Be- 
nedi& Burgh, tranflater of Cato’s Moral 
Difttchs, (whofe f{purioufnels Mr. W. 
fully explodes,) 1480; Juliana Barnes, or 
rather Berners, a hawking and hunting 
Abbefs, author (or perhaps tranflator) of 
three traé&s on Hawking, Hunting, and 
Armory, or Heraldry, 1481; William of 
Naffington, a religious poet, 1480 ; Henry 
Bradfhaw, a monk, author of the Life of 
St. Werburgh, printed 1523, of which our 
author gives a large fpecimen ; Robert Fa- 
byan, alderman of London, better known | 
as a dull hiftorian, John Watfon, a prieft, | 
a paraphrafer of the decalogue and creed, | 
with wretched rhymes interfperfed, and | 
Caxton, the celebrated printer, who has_ 
left a long poem entitled The Werk of 
Sapience. Of the numcrous anonymous 
poems of this period the moft confpicuous 
is the Kalendar of Shepherds, 1480, tranf~ 
lated from the French. From the ixfernad 
pageants introduced in this work -our 
hiftorian makes a tranfition to the publi 
pageants of that period, the hiftrioni 
profeflion; the myferies, and their ufe*. 
* In the account (p. 208) of the fabulou 
Gofpel of Nicodemus, it might have been ob 
feryed, as a farther proof of the eftcem i 
whick 
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-Se&. X. The only writer deferving the 
ame of a poet in the reign of Henry VII. 


ys Stephen Hawes, patronifed by that ~ 


prince, who made him groom of his 
chamber. Hawes left many poems, of 
which the beft are, the Temple of Glafs, 
by many afcribed to Lydgate,) copied 
rom the Houfe of Fame of Chaucer, and 
the Paflime of Pleafure, 1506, a capital 
performance ; as, ‘‘ if the pocms ef Rowlie 
are not genuine, it is (fays Mr. W.) al- 
oft the only effort of imagination and 
ynvention which had yet appeared in our 
poetry fince Chaucer.”’ He therefore gives 
a circumftantial and eurious analyfis of its 
fubftance and defign, for which we muf 
refer to the work. Coeval with Hawes 
were Wim. Walter, who yerfjfied Boccacio’s 
ftory of Guiftard and Sigifmonda, &c. 
Henry Medwall, chaplain to Abp. Mor- 
tex, who compofed an interlude called 
Nature, played probably before that pre- 
Jate; and Laurence Wade, a Benediétine 
monk of Canterbury, who tranflated inte 
Englith rhymes Bofham’s Latin Life ef 
Becket, written about the year 1180. 
Se&t. XI. (mifprinted VII.) About the 
year 1508, Alexander Barklay, prieft of 
_ St. Mary Ottery college in Devonfhire, a 
| monk of Ely, then a Francifcan at Can- 
, terbury, and laltly a proteftant rector of 
All Saints, in Lombard-Street, London, 
wrote his Ship of Fooles; an allegorical 
fatire, partly taken from the German, 
| Latin, French, apd Dutch, and therefore 
} curious as a picture of manners and cuf- 
| toms. His othcr pieces are, the Mzrrour 
| af Good Manners, trom the Latin, and five 
Egloges, 15145; “ the firft probably that 
appeared in the Englith language.” Thefe 
paitorals, if they deferve the name, con- 
tain many allufions to the times. ‘ The 
t is prolix in his praifes of Alcock, 
ifhop of Ely, 1486, and founder of Je- 
| fus-college in Cambridge. en 
“© Yes, fince his dayes a cacke was in the 
fen+, 
I know his voyce among a thoufand men: 
He laught, he preached, he mended every 
wrong ; 
But, Coridon, alas! no good thing bideth long! 
He All was a Cock}, he wakened us eg 
epe epe. 
And while we flumbered he did our foldes 
INo cur, no foxes, nor butchers dogges wood, 
puld hurte our fouldes, his watching was fo, 
good. 


hich it was held, that when Erafmus vifited 
he church of Canterbury in 1510, this was 
pe of the books which were fixed to the pil- 
in the nave. See his Peregrinatio Keli- 
wis ergo. - ; 
¢ The ifle of Ely. 
$ Aleck 





* 


The hungry wolves, which that time did 
abounde, 
What time he crowed, abathed at the founde. 
This cocke was no more abathed of the foxe, 
Than is a lion abafhed of an oxe. ; 
When he went faded the flowre of al the fen; 
I boldly fweare this cocke trode never hen.” 
(To be continged. ) 


55- A Differtction on the Languages, Litera. 
ture, and Manners of LEaftern Nations 
(originally prefixed to a Diftionary, Perfian, 
Arabic, and Englifh). By John Richard- 
fon, F.R. S. of the Middle Temple, and of 
Wadham College, Oxford, 8v0. 35. Murray. 
THIS igs a curious invefligation int 

the manners, languages, and learning ° 

the Eaft, in which the author exhibits 

great knowledge of his fubje&t. Of the 

Arabic language, he obferves, the fource 

lies far beyond hifteric proof; and the 

ancient Perfic opens a wide field for un- 
fatisfa&tory enquiry. Leaving them both 
in their original obfcurity, he proceeds to 
confider the modern idiom of Perfia, and 
to point out the fource of its long connec» 
tion with the language of Arabia, inter- 
fperfing a concife hiftory of the Perfian li- 
terature, He then examines the lights 
which Eaftern language and literature may 
throw upon ancient hiftory and mytholo- 
gy, and in his way is led to condemn the 
chronological conjectures of Sir Ifaae 

Newton, Sir John Marfham, and others, 

and to remark on the New Syflem, or 

Analyfis, of Mr. Bryant, to which (as 

we are informed) that learned writer has 

given a full and fatisfactory reply *. Iq 
conclufion, Mr. Richardfon treats at 
large on Eaftern manners, and fhews their 
influence on thofe of modern Europe in 
feveral inftances, deducing in particular, 
the origin of the feudal fyflem from Tar- 
tary, Perfia, India, and other Eaftern 
gountries, with ingenuity at leaft, if not, 
with truth. As to the marvellous ftories 
which he relates, they feem truly Perfiax 
or Arabian Tales, and, ‘* to fpeak. freely 

(as Mr. Bryant fays), are very little fu- 

perior to thofe of that refpeétable lady, 


Mother Goofe.”” 

56. Remarks on the two laft Chapters of Mr: 
Gibbon’s Hifory of the Rife and Decline of 
the Roman Empire. By James Chelfum, 
D.D. Student of Chrift Church, Oxford, 
and Chaplain to the Lord Bifhop of Worcef= 
ter, 2d Edition, greatly enlarged, 8uo,. 
2s. 6d. fewed. Payne, 

HAVING reviewed and applauded 
thefe remarks, when anonymous, (fee Vo- 
lume XLVI. p. 562,) we only mention 
them now to announce the name of the 
author. . 


*¥ See an accouat of it by a correfpondenty 
R ai ae j . . 




















Portical Effays for May, 1778. 


Vefes written by Mr. Burke, @ Delegate 
from North Carolina, and Mifs ———, of 
Philadelphia, June, 1777. Continued from 
page 184. : 

CoLin to CHLOE, 


‘AD the bird whom you fing, gentle 
Chloe, poflefs’d 
_ A voice fo harmonious as thine, 
Eaeh favage, relenting, of rage ’twould diveft, 
And each fraud make the cunning rtfign. 
Belov'd of {weet Harmony, think not in vain 
You: vows to her fbrine you addrefs ; 
*Tis fhe tunes the numbers of Chiloe’s fweet 
ftrain, 
_ And her own gentle foul yow poffefs. 
My a ee Friend, no endeavours ta 
leafe 
__A foul fo refin’d can require; 
Simplicity, elegance, {fweetnefs, and eafe, 
Like thine, all who fee muft admire, 
What prudence enjoins to fupprefs the {weet 
lay, 
Whofe precepts the bofom improve, 
Whofe gentle perfnafions each heart muftobey, 
While at once they both charm and improve? 
Sweet moralift! ftill be thy precepts divine 
. To Colin thus fweetly convey’d; 
His reafon prefumptuous, well pleas’d, he'll 
refign, 
Nor queftioh the truths they perfuade, 
That Virtue.and Innocence, Freedom, and 
Peace, 
., Make all the true blifs of mankind, 
That wrongs to forgive is the Chriftian’s 
true: praife, 
_ Thy fobg has deep fix’d in his mind. 
With thine will he join his benevolent pray’r, 
That warsiors their rage may forego; 
That love univerfal and virtue may thare 
O’er man all dominion below, 
How can you too freely your cautions exprefs? 
Or what fhall good-nature excufe ? 
hy biufh, lovely Nymph, at thy fong of 
mild peace, 
Which Angels weil pleas’d might perufe? 
Tho’ Colin’s rough numbers indulgence re~ 
quire, 
Tho’ rude and difcordant his lay, 
How great is their merit, fince Chloe's {weet 


lyre 
They move f divinely to play! 


CHLOE te COLIN. 


S° kindly invited, how can I refufe 

a3 ‘lo proceed on a theme fo fublime, 

Tho’ unpraétis'’d in verfe, and unfit to amufe 
With the flowery ftreins of good rhyme? 

And has the bleit doctrine which Chloe 

has taught 

Impre(s*d the gay mind of her friend? 

Acreed that, with clemency, purity fraught, 
Points out a defirable end. 

Or has the foft ci¢tates politenefs conveys 
Forbid. what the ys to cppofe, 

And the forfeit tincerity fed from his lays, 
Taat to dwell with deceit acyer chafe? 


27% 
No—rather fuppofé Colin wifely concludes, 
That truth can with truth never jar} 
From 4 feat in his bofom falfe reas’ning exe 
cludes, ; 
Fit only to fport at the bar. 
‘* As your Heavenly Father is perfeét, be Ye,” 
Is our Saviour’s moft gracious command; 
Renounce brutal nature, and like Angels be, 
Since this effort he’s pleas’d to demand. 
How enobling to man is that virtue divine, 
That “ reviles not again, when reyil’d!” 
In'this heav’nly duty, how much wou'd he 
fhine, 
Exalted, endeared, and mild, 
That views with forgivenefs a brother’s mif- 
deeds, 
Bids malice and hate to depart, 
For his errors in conduct compaffionate bleeds 
With benevolent feelings of heart ! 
The reverfeis that chara¢ter, martial and fierce, 
That ne’er quells but increafes his ire; 
That.can ftretch out the lance fellow-beings 
to pierce, 
And-with rapture behold them expire: 
That with impious ardour encounters in fighty 
And, with thirft.of revenge unallay’d, 
Lays.proftrate his vidtims with favage delight, 
And gluts o’er the havoc he’s made. 
If enough of poetical fire I poffefs’d, 
I wou’d melt with my piéture of woe; 
Of the orphan’s complaint, and the widew 
diftrefs’d, 
Moft plaintive my numbers fhon’d flow. 
If aught thou’d arife that wou'd tend te 
{weet peace, 
Embrace the dear enfign of joy; 
Nor let an inflexible temper increafe 
Left your credit fhou’d meet an alloy, 
Feel the pulfe of the people, their echo rem 
ain, 
Left their fury fhou’d turn upon yoti——. 
But ftop, daring girl!—nor prefume ia this 
(train, 
To prefcribe to a BURKE what to do. 


The ROSE-BUD: A Sonwer. 


ARK the {weet Rofe-bud ere it blows, 
While thedawn glimmers o’er the iky, 
Obferve its filken leaves unfold, 
As fond of Day's majeftic eye! 
At, noon, more bold, in fulleft bloom, 
It fpreads a gale of {weets around; 
At eve it mourns the fetting fun, ‘ 
And fheds its honours on the groand, 
So Beauty's bafhful bud appears, 
So blufhes in the eye of praife! 
So ripens in the noon of fife, 
And wither'’d—fo in age decays! 
Time is the canker-worm of youth, 
It bites the blofom as it grows; 
It. blaits che fow’r that blooms at f 
And radely feds the falling zofe? © 
See, Beeuty! fee bow love, aad joy, 
On Youth's light pinions hee avag! 
How «wut the moments glide alot 
Aad age adwaaces with delay? 


Now, 
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Now, Beauty! crop the rofe-bud now, 
And catch the eflence as it flies ; 
Let Pleafure revel in its bloom, 
Let Time poffefs it when it dies! __ 
POETICUS, 


Enr6éMA ona young Lady of BaisToL. 


River fam’d by Troy’s proud walls to’ 
run, 
A City built by fair Latona’s fon, 
A preat mufician who e’en Pluto charm’d, 
A Pelian Sage whofe w:fdom councils warn’d, 
A Bard whofe jays the iearned much revere, 
A Poet fkill’d in jove, as all declare, 
A Prinee in femate and in war renown’d, 
A King with wifdom, wealth, and honor 
crown'd, 
A Queen in britifh annals glorious found, 
Albthete initials, if chey’re rightly plac’d, 
Will thew the Nymph whole mind the Graces 
dreis’d, 
Whofe perfon Venus lent her aid to form, 
And pleas'd Minerva guards her fafe from 
. barm, EpvwarpD B——E£. 


t « 
On the Death of a Friend. 
ie Wani fic Parcarim foederc cautum eft. 
: Ovid, 
Youth, for ever loft, for ever mourn’d, © 
In early ‘prime, fnatch’d in the cold 
embrace [Maids, 
Of ruthlefs Death!——Ye Nine harmonious 
Who 6f th’ umbrageous top of Pindus dwell, 
Of by the gently-winding cryftal ftream, 
C.ftalian, fam’d for its imovorial bays; 
On me your influence pour, with rays benign, 
While 1 (who ne’er on Pegafxan wing 
Purfue my dating flight, nor boldly far, 
Affiove Parnaffas’ cleft aerial Wrow, 
On Contempiation’s pinions) tempt to fing, 
In plaintive ftrains, the praife of worth de- 
ceas'd } 

Soon as Hyperion, from his golden ¢ar, 
Emits departing beams, with ftrcaming eyes, 
My iong-us’d haunts I vifit: there, in thought 
Wrapt up, T {eer to view the fotrowing fire ; 
Whiift tears falt trickling down his ayed 

cheeks, [utterss 
Impede his fpeech, thefe mournfui founds he 
A» Refiftlefs Death! tyrant inexorate! 
* To thee does beauty oft refipn its charms, 
*¢ By thee gigantic ftrefgth is jaid in duit: 
© Was it for thee I rear’d, with watchful care, 
*¢ My much-lamented fon, with ev'ry grace 
«* Endu’d, that can endear the focial tie 
“© *Ewixt father, brother, fifter, or a friend? 
© Did [to wifdom’s rules his pliant mind 
*€ Incline, and lead him, from the banefal 
paths 
© OF vice, to vistue ?—' Twas for thee to cut 
*€(O Death infatiate ! ever on thy prcey,) 
The Mort-fpun vital thread, in youthful 


bloom.” 
He ceas’d: his foul, with bitter anguifh 
rack’d, [griefs 


Scarce ftods relicf ; with their lov’d father's 
The fitters mix their fympathizing tears, 
Aad b.etbers of the partial Fates com, lain, 


Penfive they ftand; wie 1d! thio” amb 
ent air, 
A heav’nly form defcends, (fuch as of old; 
In Eden’s blifsful bow’rs to Adam .came; 
Our general father, and to him difclos’d 
The deep arcana of futuriry, ) vu 
Raphael nam'd; to them with mildeft tone, 
Thefe grateful words addrefling : ** Happy you! 
If, while on earth, you tread the pious fteps 
Of him you mourn with unavailing tears, 
And after death obtain, like him; in heav’n, 
A crown immortal; prize moré glorious far, 
Than earthly diadems. Him there you'll meet, 
And be with him in fempiternal blifs 
LYSANDER. 


Verfes addrefed to Davin Garkick, Ef 
by the late Earl of Chatham. 


EAV®, Garrick, the rich landfcape, | 


proudly gay, [bay : 
Docks, forts, and navies; bright’ning all the 
To my plain roof repait, prirhxval feat! 
Yet there no wonders your quick eye can meet, 
Save, thould you deem it wonderful to find, 
Ambition enr’d, and an unpaffion’d mind; 
A ftatefman without power, and without gall, 
Hating ne courtiers, happier than them all; 


Bow’d to no.yoke, nor crouching for applaufe, 


Vot’ry alone io freedom, and the laws. 

Herds, flocks, and fmiling Ceres deck our 
plain, 

And, interfpers’d, an heart-enliv’ning train 

Of {postive children frolic o’er the green § 


Mean time pure love looks on, and confes. 


crates the fcene. 
Come, then, immorial fpirit of the ftage, 
Great nature’s proxy, glafs of ev'ry age! 
Come, tafte the fimple life of Patriarchs 
old {pomp or gold, 
Who, rich in rural peace, ne’er + Oo of 


Mr. Garxick’s Anfwer. 
Vy HEN Peleus’ fon, untaught to yield, 
Wrathful forfook the hoftile eld, 
His breaft ftill warm with heav'nly fire, 
He tun’d the lay, and fwept the lyre, 


So Chatham, whofe exalted foul 
Pervaded and infpir’d the whole, 
Where far, by martial glory led, 
Britain her fails and banners fpread, 
Retires (tho’ wifdom’s God difluades,) 
And fecks repofe in rural fhades, 

Yet thither comes the God confefs’d § 
Celeftial form! a well-known gueit. 


Nor flow he rhoves with folemn air, 
Nor on his brow hangs penfive care ; 
Nor in his hand th’ hiftoric page 
Gives Icffons to experienc’d age, 

As when in véngetul ire he rofe, 

And plann’d the fate of Britain’s foés, 
While the wing’d hours obedient ftand, 
And inftant fpeed the dread command. 

Chearful he came, all blythe and gay, 
Fair blooming like the fon of May; 
Adown his radiant fhoulder hung 


- A harp, by all the Mufes ftrung : 


Smiling he to his friend refign’d | 
‘Lhis foother of the auman minds 





Oe. 2 @e8 260 4 eee oe ee Ok en Ue [Oem ee YH ott ee atk a ee. 


ym 2 om Ye ot et th OB Of eb od A tet patie tt 








Account of the Examination of Gen, Burgoyne. 


Subfiance of what paffed in the Houfe of 
Commons an the Motion for taking into 
Confideration the State of the Army at 
Saratoga, &c. May 26. 

"THE curiofity of the public being ex- 

cited to a very -high degree, by the 
notice that had been given that General 

Burgoyne was to make his report of the 

Canada expedition to Parliament ; a mo- 

tion was made in the Houfe of Commons 

that no ftranger fhould be admitted. This 
was ftrongly oppofed by the General and 
his friends, who withed that the public at 
large might be made acquainted with the 
whole tenor of his conduét throughout : 
but the minifterial party prevailed, and 
the ftanding order of the Houfe was fo 
rigidly carried into execution, that the 

Speaker excluded his own fon ; and none 

but Mr. Garrick efcaped, who was after- 

wards fuffered to remain by confent of all 

parties. From this circumttance great di- 

verfity appears in the papers, in their re- 

Jations. of what paffed; we fhall endea- 

vour to colleét the fubftance in as narrow 

a compafs as poffible. 

When the Houle was quieted, Mr. Vi- 


ner rofe, and apologized for defiring to, 


put fome queftions to the Hon. Mem- 
ber, Gen. Rises, whom he then faw 
in his place, relative to the Canada expe- 
dition, of which he had the command. 
When thofe queftions were read, fome al- 
tercations enfued. Some of the queltions 
tended to criminate the General, and 
others were thought improper for enquiry. 
At length a motion was made by Mr. 
Wilkes, and read by the Speaker, That 
the Houfe do refolve itfelf into a commit- 
tee, to confider the ftate and condition of 
the army which furrendered themfelves 
prifoners on convention, at Saratoga, in 
America ; and alfo by what means Lieut. 
Gen. Burgoyne, who commanded that ar- 
my, and was included in that convention, 
was releafed, and is now returned to Eng- 
Jand.—An aynendment was then moved by 
Mr. Fox, and feconded by Mr. Powys, to 
confider all the tranfaétions of the Britith 
army under Gen. Burgoyne. 

Mr. Cornwall objected to this mode of 
proceeding. He thought a court of en- 
quiry of General-officers, or, perhaps, a 
future court marfhal, when the General 
was freed from his parole, was the regu- 
Jar mode; faid, the Houfe was incompe- 
tent to matters of military difcuffion ; it 
never had meddied with tranfactions of 
that nature; and inftanced former mif- 


carriages, particularly that of Mathews ° 


and Leftock. 
Gen. Burgoyne fpoke for the amend- 
ment, and relied upon the candor of the H. 
Gent. Mac. May, 1778. 
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He ftood, he faid, unconneéted and uh- 
fupported, neither courting nor fearing 
party, on the bafis of truth and his own 
honour. He had been cenfured for car- 
rying out too large a train of artillery, 
for which there could be no occafion. 
With that he had no concern, that depart- 
ment being under the immediate direc- 
tion of Gen. Phillips, an officer whofe 
judgment, he believed, no man would call 
in queftion. He had likewife been charged 
with temerity in erofling Hudfon’s-rivery 
in oppofition to the opinion of that gallant 
officer, Gen. Frazer, with whom, it was 
faid, he had quarrelled; than which no- 
thing was more falie, that gentleman ap- 
proving his conduét on his death-bed, and 
wifhing him fuccefs. And he had been re- 
proached with employing favages, which 
he had ever looked upon as an evil, hav= 
ing determined, from the beginning, to 
go the foldier of the fiate, not the exe- 
cutioner. Upon thefe principles he had 
condusted himfelf, notwithftanding what 
was alleged by his enemies to the con- 
trary. He had been obliged to run a race 
with the Congrefs, in fecuring the alli- 
ance of the favages; they courted and 
tempted them with prefents, as well as 
the Britifh ; but he had, in more inftances 
than one, controuled the Indians. In this 
town there is now a Mr. Luc, formerly in 
the French fervice, now in the fervice of 
Great-Britain ; he wifhed that gentleman, 
inftead of accufing him (the General) of 
barbarities, had been called to the bar of 
this Houfe—He is an ambitious anda for- 
tunate man. Inftead of attacking a General 
in the dark,he wifaed the noble Lord at the 
head of American affairs, with whom Mr. 
Luc was very familiar, would ftate the 
fubftance of Mr. Luc’s al'egations againft 
him. Difcharge the Indians he did not, 
but in fa&t Mr. Luc and the Indians de- 
ferted. He was near putting that man to 
an ignominious death, efpecially on ac- 
count of the maffacré.of that unhappy 
lady Milfs Ray. He had folely penned 
the proclamation to hold oyt terrors, but 
not to carry them into execution. He 
burnt no towns, nor fet fire to villages ; 
he burnt, indeed, the manfion of General 
Schuyler, and was juftified by the owner 
himfelf for fo doing. The purport of 
the convention and other queftions he 
fhould now anf{wer. 

[Here he was interrupted by Mr. Tur- 
ner, who {poke to order, and againit go- 
ing into a committee on this bufinefs ; 
and more particularly again the Houfe 
going on in the pregent unprecedented 
mede. The General was then going ta 
fit down, when the Houfe defred him te 
proceed, 
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of enquiry was denied him, as in that 
cafe he fhould have produced papers that 
would have developed the whole myftery. 
He had ever {poke honourably of the 
behaviour and bravery of his troops under 
the moft fevere trials of mind and body. 
He owned there had been fome defertion ; 
but infifted there had been much reafon 
for it. ‘Thofe who had deferted had left 
Jetters greatly to their credit behind them, 
affigning the motives for their defertion. 

He thought it his duty to refute the rea- 
fons given by the Congrefs for their con- 
du&. He fent a fecond letter to the Con- 
grefs, foliciting leave to come home, in 
cafe they adhered to their former refolu- 
tions. 

He read a letter from Gen. Wathington 
to him, as a part of his fpeech, dated 
March 11, 17783 a moft elegant, gene- 
rous, and handiome letter, of fome length. 

Coming home was upon his propotal ; 
he never was contidered by the convention 
of Saratoga as a prifoner; but his propo- 
fal to come home, was to return, if re- 
quired by the Congrefs, provided the terms 
of the convention fhould be protracted be- 
yond a certain time. He came home to 
do juttice to himfelf, and his fellow-fol- 
diers, fufferets under a convention figned 
by his hand. ; 

A further reafon for a committee was, 
in his mind, becaufe his name had heen 
fo often and fo ferioufly called forth into 
debate in that Houfe, and fo freely treated 
without doors. The idea gone forth was, 
that blame was imputable fomewhere ; 
and if Miniiters were innocent; He was 
guilty. He wiihed every Minifter to put 
himfelf for a moment in his fituation. 
Finding himfelf under an interdiét in the 

refencé of his country, where is he to 

iftify himfeif fo weil as in this Houfe? 
hie fought military enquiries ; but he was 
denied them: Why then deny likewife a 
parliamentary enquiry? Why was he de- 
nied, thro” minifterial policy, the prefence 
of his Sovereign ? 

Here he, with great force of argument, 
and f{pirit, animadverted on the difpofition 
of Minifters to throw all blame off their 
ewn fhoulders, at the lofs,of the honour, 
and facrifice of the reputation, of the 
officers and foldiers of this country. 

He complained that in fome parts his 
orders were fuperfluous, in others defi- 
ecient. He again urged the production of 
his papers. 

The expedition towards Albany was not 
his, tho’ the mode of carrying it on was 
jn a great meafure his: He propofed a 
more extenfive and different fyftem of war. 

He faid, whatever might be the error or 






‘ Account of the Examination of Gen. Burgoyne. 
"He was forry, he faid, that a committee 


offence of the General at Saratoga, the 
troops under his command, once led on, 
had fo exerted themfelves, thewn fuch for- 
titude and heroifim, as to deferve the pub- 
lic thanks. On ¢heir merit he dwelt very 
forcibly and circumftantially. 

He defired an enquiry, to fee whether 
the Americans, on the principies of pub- 
lic faith, are juftified in fufpending the 
capitulation of Saratoga, under pretence 
of an infraftion on his part. He repeated 
his with for a committee. He {poke openly 
and manfully for two hours. 

Lord George Germaine faid, the Hon, 
gentleman feemed defirous of an explana- 
tion, With refpeét to Monf. St. Luc, 
that gentleman, he faid, had introduced 
himfelf to him as a man who had per- 
formed great fervices at the head of the 
favages; and that, in converfation with 
him, he had been told, that the General 
(Mr. Burgoyne) was a fine officer with 
the regulars, but that he did not feem to 
like the favages, nor did he.take the pro- 
per fteps to retain their good-will; that he 
was uz brave homme, mais lourd comme 
un Allemand ,—a very brave man, but as 
heavy as a German! ~ As to his not hav- 
ing accefs to his Sovereign, there were va- 
rious precedents for the refufal, till his 
conduct had undergone a military enquiry 5 
that his Majefty had been applied to on 
the occafion, and that the intimation came 
from him. 

The Attorney-General urged feveral 

laufible arguments on the fame fide; and 
bengal at the General’s idea of not being 
a prifoner, after figning the convention 
with Mr. Gates. 

Mr. Fox warmly fupported the motion 
for the enquiry. Several othet members 
likewife fpoke; when the queftion being 
put for the amendment, the numbers were 
144 againit it, gs for it. 

The original quettion was now refumed 
with redoubled ardour. 

Mr. Luttrell drew a cothparifon be- 
tween the conduct of the Officer and of 
the Minifter. 

The noble Lord, fays he, in the blue 
ribbon, (Lord Noith,) difclaims being 
aidta‘or whenever the mifmanagement of 
Government comes under the confideration 
of Parliament. In every thing effential 
he is not firf Minifier; he is only the in- 
ftrument of the Privy Council ; he has 
but one humble vote there, and cannot be 
accountable to the nation for the folly of 
the plans he undertakes to recommend to his 
Sovereign. He prides himfelf but in one 


aét, that glorious act of recommending to 
his Sovereign a war Minifler, one whofe 
public incapacitation for every wvigorou 
exertion of mind, whefe difgrace at the 
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court of George the Second, was founded 
on the molt decifive cenfure of a court 
martial, whofe lofs of the nation’s confi- 
dence, and his own charaéer, is a public 
record. What! fhall we give this man a 
partial acquittal, to the prejudice of a gal- 
lant officer, whofe only crime is, that he 
has been too brave. Gen. Burgoyne 
afks a fair and open trial; the man who 
fhrinks from it, and avails himfelf of an 
unjuft partial acquittal, mutt be guilty. 

’ Lord George Germaine rofe in heat, 
and appealed to the Houfe if any thing 
had fallen from him to merit fuch wanton 
abufe. That not being the cafe, he could 
not filently endure it. Old as he was lhim- 
felf, and young as was the Hon. Gentle- 
man who attacked him, and however he 
might pique himfelf on his profeffional 
fighting, he would meet him. He defied 
all his venom, rancour, and ungentleiman- 
like malevolence, and fhould ever defpife 
fo wretched a character. 

Here the Houfe became inftantaneoufly 
tumultuous, fome calling ‘* Order! Or- 
der!” others «* The Chair! The Chair!” 
Mr. Fox attempted to {peak to order, but 
in vain. Lord North faid, the Hon. Gen- 
tleman who now rofe for order was one 
of the moft diforderly. Fifty Members 
were on their legs at a time. The Speaker 
rofe, and endeavoured to reftore peace, but 
in vain. Mr. Rigby faid, it was the ufage 
of the Houfe, when the Speaker rofe and 
took off his hat, for every Member to fit 
down, The Speaker at length was heard ; 
the tumult fubfided. Mr. T. Luttrell, in 
the mean time, attempted to get out of the 
Houle, to avoid being compelled to make 
an apology; but the meflengers were or- 
dered to fhut the doors. Lord G. G--—e 
made an apology for his warmth. Mr. 
Luttrell refufed--infifted on his privilege 
to deliver his {entiments on a public cha- 
racter in a public truft. A motion was 
made for taking him into cuftody. He fe- 
conded that motion himfelf, rather than 
give up his privilege of Parliament. At 
length Lord G. G——e made a perfonal 
apology, and Mr. Luttrell complied with 
the injunctions of the Houfe. 
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April 13. 

The Toulon fquadron, confifting of r2 
fhips of the line, fix frigates, and fourteen 
ftore-fhips, with 6000 troops on board for 
adefcent, fet fail, fuppofed for the Eait- 
Indies. They are provided with artil- 
lery, mortars, bombs, and all other warlike 
implements for a fiege. 

Thurfday, April 30. 

Was held at Merchant-Taylors Hall, 

the anniverfary fealt of the Londow Hei- 
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pital, when the collection amounted to 
706l. 6s. The fermon was preached by 
the Bifhop of Bangor. 

FRIDAY, MAY 1. 

A moft dutiful and loyal addrefs from 
the Roman Catholic Peers and Commons 
of Great Britain, was prefented to his Ma= ' 
jefty; which addrefs his Majefty was 


~pleafed to receive very gracioufly. 


‘His Majetty’s thip Torbay took firey 
and was much damaged before the flames 
could be extinguifhed. It happened by 
the boiling over of a pitch-kettle, 

Saturday 2. 

Their Majefties arrived at Portfmouth 
to review the fleet. ‘They were received 
by the acclamations of thoufands of the 
neighbouring gentry who were affembled 
on the occafion, and were condufied to 
the Governor's houfe by ail the great of 
ficers who attended. ‘The artificers, &c. 
were affembled, and, in imitation of thofe 
at Chatham, faluted their Majefties with 
the fong of “ God fave the King,” in 
full chorus. 

Monday 4. 

John Howe, who on Friday was con- 
viéted of the wiltul murder of Margaret 
Lane, with whom he cohabited, was, pur 
fuant to his fentence, executed, and his 
body delivered to the furgeons.. 

Tuefday 5. 

The Seffions, which began on Wednef- 
day laft at the Old Bailey, ended, when 
14. convicts received fentence of death. 

A meffage from his Majefty to the Houfe 
of Commons was delivered by Lord North, 
defiring a vote of credit for one million. 
This occafioned a warm debate, but was 
at length agreed to. 

Friday g. 

Sir William Meredith moved; that an 
humble addrefs fhould be prefented to’ his 
Majefty, requefting that he- would be 
pleafed to order the proper officer to lay 
before the Houfe copies of all the letters re- ® 
ceived by his Majefty’s Secretaries of State, 
the Lords Commiffioners of the Admiralty, 
or any of his Majefty’s Minilters, relative 
to the equipment of the fleer that lately 
failed from Toulon. Agreed to. 

Saturday 9. 

Their Majefties returned to the 

Palace in perfect health. 
Tuefday 12. 

At the rehearfal of the mufic at the ca- 
thedral church of St. Paul’s, previous to 
the anniverfary meeting of the Sons of the 
Clergy, the collection amounted to 25:1. 
16s. 6d. His Royal Highnefs the Duke 
of Gloucefter was prefent on this occafion. 

Wednefdady 13. 

Was brought:into Greenock, near Glaf- 

gow, an American merchantman, beund 
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from South. Carolina to Gottenburgh, va- 
lued at 7oool. taken by Capt. Innes, of the 
Sally brigantine, who had been taken by 
an American privateer, and put on board 
this fhip to affift in navigating her; and 
by the affiftance of his own men, and fome 
‘of the crew, found means to fecure her, 
and make her a prize. 
Thurfday 14. 

At the Feaft of the Sons of the Clergy 
the whole colleétion amounted this year to 
upwards of y1ool. 

friday 15. 

By accounts delivered to the committee 
appointed to enquire into and relieve the 
diitrefles of the poor weavers and manufac- 
turers in Dublin, it appeared that more 
than 20,000 of them were out of employ ; 
and that the prefent relief offered them by 
the merchants, and the future encourage- 
ment expected from the Britith Parliament, 
were the only means that had prevented 
Ireland from being in a flame. 

The Chamberlain of London reported 
Sir F. Norton’s letter on receiving the 
freedom of the city, voted to.him fome 
time ago, of which the following is a 


copy : 
* +6 Sir, I defire you will return my thanks 
to the Court of Common-Council, for the 
henour they have done me, by making me 
a freeman of the city of London; an ho- 
nour far beyond my expectation. 

«© T had no other motive for my late, 
conduét than the faithful difchasge of my 
duty ; and upon the moft careful review 
of all that has pafled upen that occafion, 
Y cannot wifh to have omitted one word 
of that {peech which has attracted this ex- 
traordinary noti.e of the Common Coun- 
cil: for, befides the fatisfaction which I 
feel in having done what I then thought, 
and ftill think, to have been right, I have 
had (what will ever be to me tbe pride 
and honour of my life) my behaviour re- 
peatedly approved by the general and al- 
moft unanimous vorce of the Houfe of 
Commons, who alone, by this conttitu- 
tion, have the right to’call in queftion and 
decide upon the parliamentary condu& of 
their Speaker. I am, Sir, 

Your moft obedient humble fervant, 
F. Norton.” 

The above letter, being read, was or- 
dered to be entered in the proceedings of 
the Court; and Sir Fletcher having po- 
litely declined accepting the gold box, it 
was ordered to be referved till a proper per- 
fon can be found to be prefented with it, 

Sunday 17. 


A gang of brick-makers, to the num- 
bey of 13, having been drinking all the 
preceding night, quarrelled with all they 
met, and committed horrible. outrages, 
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Eleven of them were fecured, and com- 
mitted to prifon. 
Monday 18. 

The Edinburgh royal volunteers were 
invefted with their military infignia by the 
Lord Provoit, magiftrates, and comman- 
der in chief for Scotland, when the re- 
turns of the regiment were reported to be 
confiderably above goo. On this occa- 
fion copies of the following verfes on the 
noble exertions in Scotland, and the in. 
glorious conceflions of England, were every 
where difperfed. 

HOW art thou fallen, poor John Bull, 

That haft fo foon thy belly-fuli! 

Thou, that haft often kept in awe 

T hofe lands thy legions never faw, 

Art now content to truckle to 

A faithlefs, blufVring, coward crew, 

Who force thee from thy native right, 

Becaufe thy deraes will not fight ; 

(Perfidious Men—who millions gain, 

By each protratled, flow campaign!) 

Nor yct haft life the word to give, 

To fay—‘* Thefe traitors thall not live! 

How art thou fallen, good John Bull! 

At once fo poor and pitiful, 

As not with awful yoice to cry, 

“ Their country’s foes fhall furely die!” 

Arife, ye brave, at virtue’s call, 
And aid “ the fpirit of Fingal!” 
Wednefday ro. 

Lord North prefented the following 

meflage from his Majelty : 
“GEORGE K. 

‘¢ His Majelty, having confidered the ad- 
drefs of this Houfe, that he will be gra- 
cioufly pleafed to confer fome fignal and 
lufting maik of his royal favour on the 
fumiiy of the late Wm. Pitt, Earl of 
Chatham, and being defirous to comply 
as {peedily as poflible with the requett of 
his faithful Commons, has given direc- 
tiuns for granting to the prefent Earl of 
Chatham, and to the heirs of the body of 
the late Wm. Pitt, to whom the Earldom 
of Chatham may defcend, an annuity of 
four thoutand pounds per annum, payable 
out ot the Civil Lift revenue: ba his 
Majeity, not having it in his power to ex- 
tend the effect of the {aid grant beyond 
the term of his own life, recommends it 
to the Houfe to confiderof a proper me- - 
thod of extending, fecuring, and annex- 
ing the fame to the Earldom of Chatham, 
in fuch manner as fhall be thought moft 
effeftual for the benefit of the family of 
the faid William Pitt, Earl of Chatham. 

GEORGE R.” 

The faid meflage was accordingly, in 
the ufual manner, read by the Speaker, 
the members ftanding up, and being un- 
covered. ; 

Tt was then moved, That the faid mef- 
fage be refirred to a committee of the 
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whole Houfe to-morrow, and, upon the 
queftion being put, ordered nem con. 
Friday 22. 

The Commons agreed unanimoufly to 
the tefolution of the committee, that goool. 
per annum be granted to his Majefty out 
of the aggregate fund, to enable him to 
make a permanent fettlement on the pre- 
fent Lord Chatham, and the defcendants 
of the late Wm. Pitt, Earl of Chatham, 
to whom the Earldom fhall defcend. 

Was prefented by the Sheriffs to the 
Houfe of Commons, the humble Petition 
of the City of London, in Common- 
Council affembled; viz. 

“¢ THAT your petitioners humbly beg 
leave to return their grateful thanks to 
this Honourable Houfe for the noble and 
generous teftimony which it has borne to 
the fervices and merits of the late Wm. 
Pitt, Earl of Chatham. 

‘“¢ And your petitioners, with all humi- 
lity, defire that their zeal may not feem 
unpleafing to this Honourable Houfe, or 
be interpreted as a with in your petitioners 
to vary from the general fenfe ef their 
country, as expreffed in the late votes of 
this Honourable Houfe, by their requeft- 
ing that the remains of the Earl of Cha- 
tham be,depofited in the cathedral church 
of St. Paul, in the city of London. 

‘¢ Your petitioners farther reprefent to 
this Honourable Houfe, that they intirely 


feel the delicacy of their fituation, in con- 


fequence of the feveral meafures taken by 
this Honourable Houfe; but hope that a 
favourable interpretation will be put upon 
any particular marks of gratitude and ve- 
neration which the firft commercial city in 
the empire is earneft to exprels towards 
the ftatefman whofe vigour and counfels 
had fo much contributed to the protec. 
tion and extenfion of its commerce. 
RIX.” 

The following malefators were exe- 
cuted at Tyburn: Thomas Sherwood, for 
forgery; Edward Lake, for a highway- 
robbery ; Philip Ramfey, and Wm. Ram- 
fey, for burglary ; Peter Ceppie, for firing 
a loaded -piftol at Harriet Knightley ; 
Thomas Hughes, fot ftealing 48 guineas 
in the dwelling-houfe of the Countels 
Dowager of Morton; and Thomas Of- 
borne, for the highway. 

Saturday 24. 

The papers having given a falfe repre- 
fentation of the ftate of Greenwich Hof- 
a a correfpondent in Lloyd’s Evening- 

oft has given the following account, 
which 1s {aid to be authentic : 

The number of penfioners in the Hof- 
pital, including men, women, and boys, 
is' 2950. At the conclufion of the late 
war, about 1260 out~penficners were 
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eftablifhed at 71. per annum 3 but as thefe 
have died off, the number has not beem 
filled up, and it is now reduced to five 
hundred and fifty. The revenues are up- 
wards of 60,000]. a year, which, after 
making a full allowance for the falaries, 
&c,. of the feveyal officers, leaves more 
than zoel. a man fer the fupport of the 
penfioners in the Hofpital. 

Thurfday 28. 

The bills ready for the royal affent paffed 
by commiffion ; among which was the bill 
for the relief of Roman Catholics, where- 
by the claufe in the act of William the 


-Third for profecuting of Popith bifhops, 


priefts, or Jefuits, is to be repealed; alfo 
the claufe for fubjeéting Papifts keeping 
fchecis for the education of youth to per- 
petual imprifonment; alfo the claufe that 
difables Papifts to inherit lands by de- 
{cent, and gives to the next of kin (being 
Proteftants) a right to inherit fuch lands ; 
alfo the claufe that difables Papifts from 
purchafing manors, lands, or heredita- 
ments, in England or Wales ; but leaves 
all lands in poffeffion juft as they were, 
and all caufes in litigation, as if this aét 
had never beef} made; and the benefits a- 
rifing from it are, on condition of taking 
the oath of allegiance within fix months 
after its pafling into a law. 

The coach- revenue of laft year amount- 
ing to117,000l. fhews that 23,000 coaches 
had paid duty: allowing three horfes to 
every coach, one with another, their num- 
ber will amount to 69,000. 


BiRTHS, 
- AD Y of Lord Vifcount Weymouth,—of 
a daughter ‘ 
Rt. Hon. Lady Kinnaird,—of a fon. 


MARRIAGES. 
ON. Huzh Somerville,—to Mifs Digby, 
of Brock-ftreet 3 
Tho. Varnham, Efq; of Red-lion-fyuare,— 
to Mifs Sufannah James, of Heydon-fquare 
Jofeph Gregory, Efq; of Albemar'c-ftreet, - 
—to Mifs Shaw, of Red-lion-fquare, Holborn 
Capt, Shaw, of the Surry militia,—to Mifs 
Garrick, niece to David Garrick, Efq; 
Alex, Shaw, Efq; of Invernefs,—to Mrs, 
Douglas, fifter to Gen. Monro 
James Woodcock, Efq; of Jamaica,—to Mifs 
Croft, eldef&t daughter of Sir Archer Croft, Bt. 
of Berks 
April 21. Martin Wall, Fellow of New- 
college, Oxford,—to Mifs Humpherys, of the 


‘fame place. - 


26. Hon. Temple Luttrell,—to Mifs Gould, 
daughter of Henry Gould, Efq. 

Sir Archibald Edmonftone, Bart.-to Mife 
Heathcote 

28. Rev. Mr. Trotman, of Tower-hill,— 
to Mifs Hainworth, of Spitalfields 

Sir Harry Trelawney, Bt.-to Mifs Browns . 
ef Kingfton, Somerfetthire 
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29. Alex, M‘Kenzie, Bt only fon of Sir ~ 


Alex. M'Kenzie, Bt.—to Mifs Ramfey, of 
Camno 

May 1. George Beaumont, Efq;—to Mils 
Willes, daughter of Judge Willés 

§. Dr. Jamés Hunter, Phyfician in Edin: 
burgh,—to Mifs Home, of Haigsfield 

8.. Rob, Berkeley, Efq; of Spetchley, Shrop- 
thire,—to Mifs Parry; of Denbighthire 

11. Rob. Sorrel! Wood, Efq; of Fryer Mayne, 
Dorfethire,—to Mifs Gilbert, of Bathwick 
_. 13. Thomas Dickfon, Efq;-—-to Mifs Baird, 
daughter of the late Sir Wm: Baird, Bt. 

14. Tho. Lucas, Efq; of Albemarle-ftreet,—= 
t Mifs Paysic, of Richmond, Surry 

Geo, Scvtt, Efy; of Betton, Shropfhire,— 
6 Mifs Cockburn, of Brentford Butts 

Charles Birkhead, Efq; of Hatton-ftreet,— 
to Mifs Dixon, of Eat-Ham 

Richard Hate, Efg: of Limehoufé,—to Mifs 
Hornby, of Kenfington-fquare ; 

ig: Ralph Woodiord, Efy; late Envoy Ex: 
traordinary to Derimark ,—to Mifs Ruffen, of 
Norfolk«fireet 

DEATHS. 


T. Hon. Lady Vifcountefs Mountgarret 
Francis Keitleby, Efq; at Stoke, in 
ort 


y 

John Watfon, keeper of Limetioufe-park, 
im Chefhire, aged 130. He is faid to have had 
@ relation who bore a child at 90 

Sir James Kinloch, Bart. 

Countefs Dowager of Strathmoré 

Haae Halroyd, Efg; at Bath 

M. Jeremiah Van Riemfityk, Governor-Ge- 
neral of the Dutch Eftablifhments in the Eaft- 
Indies 

Robert Entwiftle, Efg; at Lancafter 

Rev. Mr. Pectér Foulkafs, Prebend of the 
ee at Exeter, and R. of Semly, in Wilt- 

ire 

Dagald Gedd, E(q; at Edinburgh 

Rev, Mr. Hele, author of the Englifh Har- 
mony of the Gofpels, R. of Coriton and Por- 
lock, and Prebendary of Wells cathedral 

Lady of the Hon. and Rev. Dr. Hewitt, 
éldeft fon of the Lord Chancellor of Ireland 

Hon. Thomas Maunfell 

Mr. Le Maitre, one of the Judges at Bengal 

Apr. 18. Re. Hon. Andrew, Lord Archer. 
His Lordthip. dying without male idue, the 
title is extinct 

20. Richard Gravatt, banker, in Fleet-ftreet, 
of an apyplettic fit. He was feized with one 
of the like’ nature about.a month ago, from 
which he never perfe@ly recovered 

21. Geo. Linguard, Efq; at Writtle, in Effex 

22. Capt. Peter Bofton, Leadenhall-ftrect 

Jofeph Walls, Efq; Uppes-Grofvenor-ftrect 

Dr. James Baillie, Profeflor of Divinity in 
the Univerfity of Glafgow 

25. Mifs. Lethieullier, only daughter of 
Chriftopher Lethieuliier, Ef; of Canterbury 

26. Rev. Mr. Ford, Iflingtoa 

Rey. Mr. Riley; a diffenting minifter 

27. James Meyrick, Efq; agent, in Parlia- 
midnt Preet, Weitminfter, woich 10c,000). 

28. Mr. john Hey, of Chrit-church, Ox- 


ford, only fori of the Rev. Mr. icy, Rector 


of Wickham-breux, Kent 


Deaths gad Preferments, 


“go. Hon. Mrs. Wrottefley, mother to the 
Duchefs of Grafton 

May 1. Rev. Mr. Rhudde, V. of Portefham, 
near Weymouth, Dorfet 

2 es Mumford, Efq; Harley-ftreet, Ca- 
vendifh-fquare 

Rev. Samuel Salter, D. D. Mafter of the 
Charter-houfe ; 

3. Matthew Birt, Efq3 of the Middle-Tem: 
ple, Barttiter at Law 

6. Thomas Bridges Townfend, Efq; Bromp+ 
ton-Row E ‘ 

Rev. Archibald Hall, Minifter of the Pref- 
byterian congregation in Wells-ftreet 

$. Rt. Hon. Countefs Dowager of Traquair 

12. Rt. Hon. E. of Chatham.—The honours 
paid to the memiory of this gteat patriot will 
be recorded at large in fome future Magazine. 
With the public character of this nobleman 
the whole world is acquainted 5 but his private 
virtues were kfown only to the circle of his 
friends. All the feelings which make do- 
mieliic life agreeable he poflefied in the higheft 
degree; humane, benevolent, generous, affec- 
tionate, and truly polite. Without effeminacy, 
his temper was mild, and his fenfibility exqui- 
fite. The greateft happinefs his children knew 
was in his company: his converfation with 
therh was fportive, manly, witty; his inftruc- 
tion was conveyed in a way peculiar to him- 
felf, and fo perfeétly adapted to their age and 
capacity, that it never failed of the end: if 
ever he correéted, it was with fo much good- 
nature, and with fuch appearance of affettion 
and friendfhip, that it conveyed a fenfe of an 
obligation more than a reproach, 

16. Rt. Hon. Robert D’Arcy, E. of Hol- 
dernefle, Lord D’Arcy, Lord Warden and Ad- 
miral of the Cinque Ports, Governor of Dover- 
caftle, Lord-Lieutenant of the North Riding 
of Yorkthire, and Vice- Admiral of the fame, 
Keeper of the Liberty and Foreft of Richmond, 
Conttable of Middieham-caftle in Yorkthire, 
and a Governor of the Charterhoufe 

David Franco, Efq; Fenchurch-ftreet 

May —. Reli? of John Duncombe, Efq; 
of Barley-End, Bucks, aged 84. She was one 
of the daughters of Wm. Lowndes, Efq; Secre- 
tary of the ‘Treafury in the reign of Q. Anne 


PREFERMENTS,. 
EV. John Currey, A. M, to the V. of 
Dartford, in Kent 
_ Rev. R. B. Gabriel, M. A. to the R. of 
Hamworth, Middlefex 
Rev. B. L. Sciater, M. A. to the V. of Felts 
ham, Middlefex 
Kev. Edmond Gilbert, to the R. of Helland, 
Cornwall 
Rey. Henry Kitchingham, to the V. of Kir- 
by on the Moor, Yorkthire 
Rev. Richard Milles, M. A. to a Prebend 
in the cathedral of Exeter, (Foulkes, déceafed) 
Rev Mr. Wodehoufe, to a Prebend’ of Nore 
wich, (Salter, deceafed) 


, PROMOTION, 
EV. John Barry, D. D. to the deanery 
of Elpbin, in Ireland . 
18- 




















Difpenfations, Bankrupts, Se. 
James Meredith and Tho, Hambridge, Wor 


i DisPENSATIONS. 


EV. Littleton Powys, LL. B. to hold the 
& RR. of Alchurch with Lilford and Ald- 
winckle, St. Peter, Northampton 
Rev. Thomas Hurdis, DD. to hold the V.! 
of Amport, Southampton, with the V. of 
Wantage, Berks 


ETER Dutour, St. Martin in the Fields, 
linen-draper 
Jobn Edwards, Litthe-Queen-ftreet, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields, painter 
David Hughes, Leicefter-ftreet, St. James’s, 
Wefmintter, taylor 
Tho. Nicholl, Duke-ftreet, St. Mary le Bonne, 
builder 
Thomas Fafedale and, John Fufedale, H'gh- 
Holborn, upholders 
Hefiry Bates, Bexiey, Kent, dealer 
Joachim Smith, Berners-ftreet, St. Mary le 
Bonne, dealer 
Richard Gale, Dartmouth, Devonfh. merchant 
ames Edwards, Holborn, watchmaker 
John Ward, Warwick, ironmonger 
William Chamberlain, Pall-Mali, haberdafher 
John Gale, Dartmouth, Devonih, tallow-chaa- 
dler and foap-boiler 
Michael M‘Daniell, Bedfordbury, Covent-gar- 
den, woolen-draper 
Mofes Dalmonte, RKathhone-place, money- 
{criyener 
Theomartyr Crane, Cornhill, warehoufeman 
James Allen, Heyfield, Derbythire, dealer 
Villiam Merrick, St. Dunftan’s in the Eaft, 
money-f{crivener 
William Grog and John Bird, Rotherhithe, 
Surry, mealmen 
John Fleming, St. Edmond on the Bridge, 
Exon, dyer 
james Day, Weft-Cowes, in the Ifle of Wight, 
merchant 
William Weale, Wood ftreet, copperfmith 
Tfaac Hume, Shoreditch, cheefemonger 
Samuel Thompfon, Shoreditch, bricklayer 
Stephen Sandwell, Minories, gunmaker 
Thomas Steel, Ivy-lane, merchant 
Nicholas Warington, Walbrook, tavlor 
Walter Palmer and John Vigurs, York-build- 
ings, taylors 
John Haighton, Prefton, Lancathire, merchant 
fofeph Bulkeley, Swithin’s-iane, merchant 
John Whitehead, St. John’s-ftreet, grocer 
Rich. Randall, Warminfter, Wilts, clothier 
Robt. Barry, >t. Martin’s in the Fields, taylor 
Wiliam.Smithers, Tottenham-court-road, pae 
viour and feavenger 
Jas. Crockatt, Burr-ftreet, mafter and mariner 
Coventry Harbidge, Coventry, brandy and 
ftuff merchant 
Wn. Stuart, Pater-nofter-row, bookfeller 
Join Leach and Robt. Leach, Rochdale, Lan- 
cafhire, dyers 
Walter William Farquharfon, Haymarket, hat- 
ter and hofier 
Tho. Johnfon, Doncafter, Yorkthire, grocer 
Geo, Pulling, Romfey Extra, Hants, brewer 
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cefterfhire, grocers 
Epiphanias Poole, Holborn, carpenter 
Henry Steers, Arundel-itreet, broker 
Thomas Wallis, Norton-Falgate, ftablekeepow 
John Footman and Thomas Williams, Golde 
{miths-ftreet, warehoufemen ' 
James Griffiths, Bread- ftreet, carpet - ware 
houfeman 
peor Cockram, St. John’s-ftreet, pawnbroker 
atrick Hughes, Greenwich, cabinet-maker 
William Plaw, the younger, Mortlake, dealer 
ohn Watton, Birmingham, wheelwright, &c. 
Tho. Watton, Bordefley, near Birmingham, tise: 
finith 
Tho. Cordeux, Liverpool, hatter, hofier, &es 
John Coufin, Bradford, Yorkth. thalloon-maker 
Robert Watts the younger, Lagenhage, Efiexy 
dealer 
John Warner, Eatt-lane, Rotherhithe, merchant 
Barthelomew Richards, St, James’s-markety 
poulterer 
Richard Anderfon, Billiter-fquare, merchant 
Sam. Wilkins, Trowbridge, Wilts, vistualler 
Wm. Stevens, Queenhithe, malt. faGor 
John’ Fowler, Ipfwich, Suffolk, corn-merchant - 
Lho. Ormes the younger, Fenchurch-fireet, 
china-man ; 
John Farris, Manchefter, linen-draper 
Alexander Watfon, Billiter-fquaze, merchant 
Michael Andeifon and John Colvile, Sackvilles 
ftreet, wine-merchants te ; 
Thomas Ellis and Edward Stimfon, Shoreditch, 
carpenters 
John Bury the younger, Darwen, 
cotton-tradefman : 
Thomas Wycliffe, Liverpool, merchant | 
Rich Hayward, Briftol, blockmakér. ~ 
Wm. Stuart, Prefton, Lancashire, bookfeller 
Robert Keene the yqunger,. Coventry, Cabinets 
maker , s 
Charles Pearce and James Pearce, Caftle-ftreet, 
Leicefter-fields, taylors : 
John Knight and Theomartyr Crane, Birchias 
lane, warehoufemen 
James Govett, Kingfland, Middlefex, buildeg 
John Smith and Thomas Burnett, Bradford, 
Yorkthire, merchants 
Superfeded, John Smith and Thomas Burnett} 
Bradford, Yorkthire, merchants 
Super feded, Jonn Hall, Kent-ftreet-road, South. 
wark, falefman 
Superfeded; Wm. Armitage, Leeds, Yorkthire, 
dealer . 
Superfeded, Rev. Thomas Jones, Downham, ia 
the Ifle of Ely, clerk 
Superf. aac Hume, Shoreditch, cheefemonger 


Lancahhire, 


Catalogue of NEw PuBLICATIONS. 
Sermons on the late Fasr. 


T St. Paul’s, in the town of Bedford. 

By Thomas Bedford, M. A. rector of 
Wike St. Mary, Cornwall. 4to 6d Wilkie. ~ 
At Miicham, in Surry. By J. Parfons, 
A.B. curate of Mitcham. ato 18, Becket, &c. 
The Layman’s Sermon, &c, 4to 6d. Wilkie, 
A Form of Sermon, defigned as a fupplee 
ment 
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ment to the Form of Prayer to be ufed in 

all churches and chapels. gto 1s Almon, 
Divinity. 

The Neceffity of Divine Revelation, or 
Reafon no Guide to Mar: an effay. 8vo 6d. 
Law. 

A Reply to the Reafonings of Mr. Gib- 
bon, in his Hiftory of the Decline and Fall 
of the Roman Empire; which feem to affect 
the truth of chriftianity; but have not been 
noticed in the anfwer which Dr. Watfon hath 


given to that book. By Smyth Loftus, M.A. . 


vicar of Covlock. 8vo 1s, London, re- 
ptinted for Williams and Bew, Mr. Loftus’s 
Reply contains many obfervations that fhew 
bim to be a man of fenfe and Jearning. 

A Letter to the Remarker on the Layman’s 
Scriptural Confutation ; wherein the divi- 
nity of the Son of God is farther vindicated 
againft the Remarker’s exceptions. To which 
is added, an appendix, taking fome notice of 
Mr, Lindfey’s Sequel. By Thomas Ran- 
dolph, D. D. Prefident of C. C. C. and 
Lady Margaret’s Profeflor of Divinity in the 
Univerfity of Oxford. 8vo 286d Riving- 
ton, &c. 

The Houfe of God opened, and his table 
free for baptifts and poedobaptifts, who are 
faints and faithful in Chrift. Or, reafons 
why their different fentiments about water 
baptifm fhoutd be no bar to church-fellow- 
fhip with each. other. ‘The principal objec- 
fions anfwered. A!fo an illuftrative dia- 
logue, and.an incidental narrative. By John 
Brown. 8vo. 6d. Johnfton. 

The Order of Confirmation ; or Jaying-on of 
hands, &c. as improved by the commiffioners 
appointed to review the Common-Prayer in 
3689. ‘12mo. 3d. Sewell. 
~ Lettérs to the Rey. Dr. Worthington, in 
an{wer to his late publication, intitled, ‘ An 
fmpaftial Enquiry into the Cafe of the Gof- 

| Demoniacks.’. By Hugh Farmer, 8vo 
3s 6d fewed. Robinfon. 

__ Every Man his.own Chaplain ; or, Family 
Worthip, regulated and enforced, 12mo 9d 
fewed. Buckland. 

, Letters 6n the Prevalence of Chrittianity, 
Before ifs civil eftablifhment ; with obferva- 
tions on a late Hiftory of the Decline and 
Fall of the Roman Empire. By Eaft Ap- 
thorp, M.A. vicar of Croydon. 8vo ss 
Robfon.  ‘ 

my Law. 

Further Proceedings on the Trial of John 
Horne, Efgs upon an information filed ex 
officio by his Majefty’s Attorney-General, 
for a libel, in the Court of King’s-Bench, on 
the rgth and 24th of November. Publithed 
by the defendant, from Mr. Gerney’s fhort- 
hand notes. Folio, 2s. Kearfly. - 

PornivTicat. 

A Letter to the Earl of Abingdon, difeuff- 
ing a pofition relative to a fundamenral right 
of the conftitution, cantaincd in his Lord- 
fhip’s Thoughts on the Letter of Edmund 
Burke, Efg; &c. By John Cartwright. 8vo 
3s Almon, 





Catalogue of New PublicationsmPrices of Stocks. 


Two Letters, Viz. I. A Letter to the Earl 


_ of Abingdon, in which his Grace of York’s 


notions of civil liberty are examined by Li- 
beralis; publifhed in the London Evening- 
Pott. II. Vera {con; or a vindication of 
his Grace of York’s fermon preached on 
Jan. 30, 1777. Proving it to contain a fe- 
vere fatire agaihft the Miniftry, and a defence 
of civil and religious liberty, upon the well- 
Known principles of whiggifm. By Myfta- 
gogus Candidus. 8vo 1s Almon, 

Letters to the King, from an old patriotic 
Quaker, lately deceafed. 8vo 2s 6d. Baldwin. 

‘he Memorial of Common Senfe, on the 
prefent crifis, &c. 8vo 6d Almon, 

Confiderations on the alleged neceffity of 
hiring foreign troops, and the prefent mee 
thod, of recruiting the army; with a plan 
for augmenting the army, and regulating the 
militia. gto 2s fewed. Elmfley. 

The delufive and dangerous Principles of 
the Minority, expofed and refuted. Ina letter 
to Lord North. 8vo 1s 6d. Fielding and Co, 

An Account of the Suffering and Perfecu- 
tion of John Champneys, a native of South- 
Corolina; infli€ted by order of Congrefs, for 
his refufal to take up arms in defence of the 
arbitrary proceedings carried on by the rulers 
of faid place. Together with his Proteft, &c. 
8vo. 20 pages. No bookfeller, nor price, 
mentioned. 

HIsTORICAL, 

A General Hiftory of Stirlingthire; con- 
taining an account of the ancient monuments, 
and moft important and curious tranfaétions 
in that fhire, from the Roman invafion to 
the prefent times, With the natural hiftory 
of the fhiree By Wm. Nimmo, minifter of 
Bothkennar. 8vo 5s boards Cadell. 


. Nove. . 
The Man of Experience; or, The Advene 
tures of Honorius. By Mr. Thiftlethwaite, 
2 vols. 12mo 6s fewed. Boofey. 


PRICES of STOCKS, - 
May 15. May 28, 

Bank Stock, 1094 
India ditto, — 
South Sca ditto, 
Ditio Od Ann. 60§ 
Ditto New Ann. — 
3 per Ct. Bk red. 60fa614 
3 per Cent. Conf, 6: $a} 
Ditto 1726, — 
Ditto 1751, — 
India Aon. — 
3% per Cent. 1758, 613aZ 
4 per Ct. Conf. 1762, 624ah 
4 per Cent. 1777, 784 
India Bonds, 8s.aros. Dife, 
Navy and Viét. Bills, —— 
Long Annuities, 18394 
Short ditto, 1778, — 
Scrip, 624 
Omnivm, — 
Annuities 1778, 13 
Let, Tickets, 1 ¢].115, 6d. 
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